% t } 
1 
iyi 
L 


general plan 


| PART 


Background Documents 


NSTSUTE GM GOVERNMENTAL 
STUDIES LIBRARY) 


ios) PR ae 4 4 ny 
RES ED EY 'GRY } 
eae Lee eee he: 


UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 


CITY COUNCIL: 
Ben Fry y.Mayor 


Ralph Garcia, Mayor Pro Tem 


Larry Fitzpatrick 
Patricia Helm 
Dennis Lujan 


CITY PLANNING COMMISSION: 
Harold Grutzmacher, Chairman 
Courtney Moore, Vice-Chairman 


James Chesebro 
Raul Contreras 
Ted Eschwig 
Adolph Garcia 
Roberta Koch 
Joe Lazarin 
Linda Newhouse 


GENERAL PLAN ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE: 

Allan Boyd 

James Chesebro 

Ben Sry. 

Ralph Garcia 

Bobbie Koch 

Grace Leeson 

Alex MacDonald, Jr. 


CREDITS 


CITY ADMINISTRATOR 
Nicholas A. Pavlovich 


CITY ATTORNEY 
Paulette Janian 


CITY ENGINEER: 
McGlasson & Associates 
Consulting Engineers 
John B. Hardin, CE 


QUAD CONSULTANTS: 
Randall Zeeb, AICP 


PLANNING DEPARTMENT STAFF: 
King Patrick Leonard, AICP 
Planning Director 
Connie Gomez, 
Clerk/Secretary 
Carlene Houk, 
Department Secretary 


Dwight, Nelson, Jr. Charles Fan, Planning Intern 


ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW COMMITTEE: 
James E. Brockett, Chairman 

Keith Howe 

Bill Logan 

Louis Palsgaard 

Nicholas Pavlovich 


eg EN OFF. eee ar ehh A 
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 


PAR? )L1 


ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
A Background Document for the 
General Plan and Master Plan 
Prepared py: 
Selma Planning Department 
and 


QUAD Consultants 
February, 1983 


Adopted by Planning Commission Resolution No. 83-492 
Dated June 27, 1983 


Adopted by City Council Resolution No. 2087 
Dated duly 18), 1983 


State Clearinghouse No. 82081204 


y INSTITUTE OF GOVERNMENTAL 
pe a STUDIES LIBRARY 
MAR 22 2020 


UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 


City of Selma 


1814 TUCKER STREET 
SELMA, CALIFORNIA 93662 


February 24, 1983 


Department Planning 


This background document provides support for 
the City of Selma's 1982 General Plan Update and 
related Environmental Impact Report. All available 
data that was determined to be relevant to the 
General Plan Update is either provided within this 
document or referenced in the appendix, pursuant to 
Section 15068.5 of the Public Resources Code. 


This is an informational document that can 
serve the Gity*s Environmental Impact Review 
Committee when making findings pursuant to the 
California Environmental: Quality Act. As new 
information becomes available, this document should 
be revised. ‘ 


Respectfully submitted, 


ee 


KIN TRICK LEONARD, AICP 
Planfing Director 


KPL/ms 


Administration — (209) 896-1064 

City Clerk — (209) 896-1064 
Planning — (209) 896-7282 

Building Inspection — (209) 896-7280 
Recreation — (209) 896-1064 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
In 2024 


https://archive.org/details/C 123305387 


AOA EE ie eh Ons 


LIST) OF TABLES 


LIST OF FIGURES 


CHAPTER ONE —- INTRODUCTION 
Application and Usage 
Scope 


Planning Area 


CHAPTER TWO - EARTH 
Soils 
Topography 
Geology & Geologic Hazards 


CHAPTER THREE - AIR 
Climate 
Quality 


CHAPTER FOUR - WATER 
Flooding 
berigation 
Groundwater 
Groundwater Quality - 


CHAPTER. FIVET—="PLANTLGETEE 
Vegetation 
Agriculture 


CHAPTER SIXse=VANIMALUGIFE 


CHAPTER SEVEN - NOISE 
Sources 
Policies & Standards 


CHAPTER EIGHT - LIGHT AND GLARE 


CHAPTER NINE - LAND USE 
Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
AGFicuituras 
Vacant 


Cl OUNME se Neviiss 


Thi 
a Caos "OD Thid 


| ~ ome euT cD 
- . pakawnt an 
nora sudaanet 
; CATA = ON? Gli 
y ’ »erek 
u tise 
7) cr vaeeoatanrpe 
: | > BRT AS? "WO 
: weal ts 
veiling? 
: . #27 rTM, soot antag 
_ i tee 
1a os 
rt owd “ye? rare tt ‘a 


21tL shel | 
vies . 


CHAPTER TEN - NATURAL RESOURCES 
CHAPTER ELEVEN - RISK OF UPSET 


CHAPTER TWELVE - POPULATION 
Population Level 
Population Projections 
Bthnweuey 


CHAPTER THIRTEEN — HOUSING 


CHAPTER FOURTEEN - TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION 
Streets & Highways 
Bicyele Routes 
Air Paciities 


CHAPTER FIFTEEN - PUBLIC SERVICES 
Schools 
Police 
Fire 
Street Lights 
Recreation 


CHAPTER SIXTEEN - UTILITIES 
Water 
Wastewater Treatment 
Natural Gas & Electricity 
Telephone 
Solid Waste 
Storm Drainage 
LYVigatuon 


CHAPTER SEVENTEEN - HUMAN HEALTH 
CHAPTER EIGHTEEN - AESTHETICS 
CHAPTER NINETEEN - CULTURAL RESOURCES 
CHAPTER TWENTY - ECONOMIC RESOURCES 
REFERENCES 
APPENDIX A - Initial Study 
Notice of Preparation 
Notice of Completion 


Notice of Consultation 
Notice of Determination 


APPENDIX B - Response to Notice of Consultation 


APPENDIX C - Fresno County Airports Land Use Plan, 1983 


id 


\ sian may bcm 


net Canis. rae it 
' * ie a 


Sina ay < MiNeEY dacs | 
aioneo? 

alte? in 

, 


i eo tr 4 : > 
7 Meuse 7 


Sieh = VRTeE? SET tas 
: bey 
zaauti bert SQdnen eal 
ya => (2f > oe bari tall 
agen Let _ 
a 
ri seat uPnige 
wikipuexst 


LE ges DS Aa! OF EMS cha) ne Oak 


FOLLOWING 
NO. AER PAGE 
2-1 Soil Characteristics 4 
7-1 Ambient Noise Levels ey 
7-2 Recommended Maximum Ambient Noise Level 18 
9-1 Selma Planning Area Land Use 2 
o=2 Future Development Projects : 23 
12-1 Population History 26 
12-2 POpulationy Projections from Dit tlerent 
Growth Rate Scenarios Pag 

12-3 Ethnicity Of) Population 27 
14-1 Traffic Generation 30 
14-2 Future Traffic Volumes S27 
14-3 Havel Of service= © 1Capacities for 

Various Roadways St 
15-1 Enrollment & Capacity of Existing Schools 34 
15-2 Types of Hydrants & Flow Volume 36 
15-3 Recreational Open Space Available at Schools 37 
17-1 1982 Resident Physicians 48 
20-1 Major Industries in Selma Be 


sip Bak 


Fr. a a Pte cei» * vv > i 
olen uns Hg the) int au? ah i pi i ¥ 


ui Baad Sari (wah ding pie inky ar. 
sores gird pats one Gull 
hs warn 
‘Wap4es it; Os farts age Bh f-TP 
‘7 We Geos aii Ee are fey hi, fanguret baat 
. aotian 2 pene w : 
a LS | fr'e tn yeti ~et- fe 
a > en oa al 
at 
. i et: F axe a 2 
_ + Sion A ieee: | = Sau 


10% wre: one pete 


Je’ De es 
rs * i se Li bean’ 


NO. 


dA Bc Fare Oar Po da Gu Uv Roak aS 


ae LE 


Planning Area 


Soils in the Planning Area 
SOL Capabimancy 
Regional Fault Map 


Irrigation Channels 
Regional Groundwater Elevations 
Historic Depth to Groundwater 


Salingwity o£ Soils 


Noise Measurements Locations and Sensitive 


Receptors 


Future Developments 


Agriculture Preserves 


Average Daily Traffic Volumes 


Traffic Generation Assumptions 
Schools in the Planning Area 
Fire Station Locations 


Open Space and Parks 


Water Company Service Areas 


iv 


FOLLOWING 
PAGE 


a - - ns “> : 
: 7 y i ; 
avs ae te Seren 


CHAPTER ONE 


INTRODUCTION 


The periodic update of the general Plan provides the opportunity to 
make a comprehensive analysis of the man-made and natural components 
of the physical environment. In the past it has been customary to 
make these analyses on an Element by Element basis, each Element of 
the General Plan therefore, becoming a self-contained pobicyeeand 
background data document. 


The integration of the California Environmental Quality Acts i (GEOA) 
project review procedures at the local level have reduced the utiiivty 
of this report and document format, especially in the preparation of 
environmental impact reports. It is most useful to have data on the 
environmental setting of the community under a single cover to permit 
comprehensive analysis. Indeed, the CEQA Guidelines and the state 
statutes governing the environmental review process, recognize the 
uti FTtyo-of@-cuchi@ia Yaoeamentou-— ecalledors "Master Environmental 
Assessment" -- and provides enabling legislation (Section 15069.6 ie 
seq) in the CEQA Guidelines for its preparation and use. 


The decision-making needs of local legisVators, planning officials, 
city staff and citizens have also changed the optimum format for 
General Plan documents. As local land development policies have 
become more sophisticated and complex, the need has arisen to make 
the General Plan land development policies and standards more 
comprehensible, integrated and amendable. It has therefore become 
common practice in many California communities to prepare a loose- 
leaf "policy document," excluding the background data. 


The factors cited above have resulted in the severance of the "policy 
document" and the "background data document" portions of the Selma 
General Plan into separate documents; however, although separate, the 
General Plan and its component Elements are nevertheless composed of 
the policy and the background data documents. 


Application and Usage 


The background data document is a reference document for supporting 
the General Plan, and for the preparation of Initial Studies and 
environmental documents. As a background document for the General 
Plan, it documents existing conditions and trends upon which land 
development policies are formulated and presents the latest available 
useful data with which policy decisions are made. In its application 
to the environmental review process the document provides data that 
may be used to prepare required environmental reviews. It is in a 
format compatible with the "Environmental Checklist Form" used by the 
City and contained in Appendix I of the CEQA Guidelines. With few 
exceptions, each major subject category specified in the CEOA 
Guidelines is addressed in the document in the scope and format 
prescribed by the CEQA Guidelines. 


Scope 


The background document contains all data required by the CEQA 
Guidelines, as amended through January, 1982, and the General Plan 
Guidelines, as amended through June, 1982. Where made possible by 
special studies commissioned by the City, more detailed data has been 
included. With the exception of the land use inventory prepared by 
the Selma Planning Department and the update of data from existing 
records, no data beyond that existing as of January, 1982 is included 
in the background document. A list of references used for each 
subject category is included in Appendix l. 


Planning Area 


Figure 1-1 shows the area subject to study. This "Planning Area" is 
coterminous with the urbanizing area boundary currently used by the 
Crey. 


The Planning Area is larger than the sphere of influence boundary 
designated by the Fresno County Local Agency Formation Commission. 
Portions of land area in the southwest and northeast have been added 
to the Planningm Area toyopermit) the sestablishment of? Land».use 
development policies in these areas of the community, due to their 
existing and future potential land use relationships to the City. 


In response to future growth needs, the Planning Area has been 
expanded beyond the boundaries established in the 1973 General Plan 
(see Figure 1-1). 
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CHAPTER TWO 


EARTH 


selma is Vocated an¥-the San Joaquin Valley. Together with the 
sacramento Valley to the north, it forms one of the distinct physicad 
regions of the State. This region, called the Central Valley, ‘an 
elongated trough between the Coast Range and the Sierra Nevada, is 
over 500 miles long and 55 miles wide. The Valley is enclosed by 
mountain ranges except for one opening into San Francisco Bay. 
Drainage for the Central Valley is provided by the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin water River systems which flow into San Francisco Bay. 


Locally, the’ Valley floor in Fresno County is 50°to 60°miles An width 
and consists of two gentle alluvial slopes extending to the Fresno 
Slough. The Slough forms a low northwest-southeast trough which is 
the terminous of these east-west slopes. 


From time to time water has flowed the length of the San Joaquin 
Valley; but,. under normal conditions; the alluvial tans of “the Kings 
River from the Sierra Nevada to the east and the Arroyo Pasajero to 
the west form a barrier against the northward flow of water from the 
Tulare Lake Basin. 


AS  SOlGS 


The soils of Fresno County are noted for being among the richest and 
Most productive jin the world" The combination of soils, climate, 
water, and the efforts of man combine to make this area one of the 
world's unique and most productive agricultural regions. 


Capability. A basic .understanding of soil characteristics is 
essential in order to understand both present and future patterns of 
land development and utilization. The Soil Conservation Service 
(SCS) groups soils bib ehexe) various classifications and sub- 
classifications. Capability classes, the most general 
chassifications, indveate. thet scoilys statability for agricultural 
use, when irrigated. 


The capability classes are designated by Roman Numerals I through 
VIII. The numerals indicate progressively greater limitations and 
narrower choices for agricultural use. The are defined as follows: 


CLASS Soils have few limitations that restrict their use; 


CLASS II Soils have moderate limitations that reduce the 
choice of plants or that require moderate 
conservation practices; 


CLASS III Soils have severe limitations that reduce the choice 
of —plants, ‘require spectal conservation practices, 
or both: 


CLASS IV Soils have very severe limitations that reduce the 
choice of plants, require very careful management, 
‘eNe Jeon slaty, 


CLASS V Soils are “not, likely to erode but have other 
limitations, impracticals to. remove, that limit their 
use largely “ros ~pasture, range, woodland, or 
wildlife; 


CLASS VI Soils have severe limitations that make them 
génerally unsuited £0) cultivation “and limit “their 
use largely to pasture, range, woodland, or 
wildlife; 


CLASS VII Soils have very severe limitations that make them 
unsuited, to cultivation jand that restrict their use 
largely to pasture or range, woodland, or wildlife; 


CLASS VIII Soils and landforms have limitations that preclude 
their use for commercial plants and restrict their 
use ™& to, recreation,” wildlife, water supply, or 
aesthetic purposes. 


Figure 2-1 shows the capability classifications assigned to soils in 
the Selma Planning Area. Table 2-1 identifies the characteristics of 
these soils. 


Characteristics. Soils within the Selma Planning Area include soils 
of the Hanford-Hesperia Association, the Delhi-Calhi Association and 
the Tujunga-Grangeville Association (see Figure 2-2). The. -ocs 
describes the Hanford-Hesperia Association as "deep to very deep, 
well to moderately drained, level soils" and the Delhi-Calhi and 
Tujunga-Grangeville Association as being "moderately deep to very 
deep, somewhat excessively drained, level to very steep." The 1971 
Soil Survey of the Eastern Fresno Area, California describes these 
local associations aS a composite association--the Hanford-Delhi- 
Hesperia Association-- as follows: 


The Hanford, Delhi, and Hesperia soils each make up slightly less 
than one-third of the association; the remainder is made up of Dello 
and Tujunga soils. The slope of the young fan is 4 to 10 feet per 
mile in a southwest direction from Selma. The remnants of at least 
four large, dry channelways dissect this soil association. They are 
part of a former flood distributary system-ot.thesKkings Rivers! Parts 
of these remnants are filled with coarse sandy alluvium. Wind 
deposited material has blocked unfilled parts of these channelways 
and formed closed depressions. Other depressions were formed by wind 
scouring. In large areas the wind has piled the sandy soil material 
into undulating or ~rolling) irelie®. “The. soils in this. association, 
although generally somewhat excessively well drained, have poor 
drainage in the depressional areas. 


In this association the areas of Hanford and Hesperia soils are laid 
down by streams in a southwesterly direction; the Delhi and Dello 
soils, laid down by wind in a northwest to southeast direction, occur 
in a rough checkerboard pattern. 
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The Hanford soils are mainly light brownish gray, and have a surface 
layer of sandy loam or fine sandy loam. They overlie unconforming 
compact layers ef light @ray7silt or-silt loam atsal depth: of 2nto 4 
feet. The compact layers “do not seriously restrict penetration of 
roots and water. The largest areas are made up of Hanford soils that 
have a silty substratum. Crossing these areas in a southwesterly 
direction are deep, narrow areas of Hanford coarse sandy loam and of 
Tujunga loamy sand. 


The Delhi soils are deep, pale-brown, neutral sand of loamy sand that 
in places overlie a compact silty layer at a depth of more than 3 
feet. Their water=nolding capacity is low., ‘sThemDello soils,occupy 
the depressional areas and have a surface layer of grayish-brown, 
neutral loamy sand. The wind-formed patterns are not so strongly 
developed in areas east of U.S. Highway 99 as in other parts of the 
association. Saline-alkali affected areas of the Hesperia and Dello 
soils are near the basin rim in the western part of the association. 


The Hesperia soils are similar to Hanford soils, but they have a 
subsurface layer that is slightly to moderately calcareous and 
overlies compact silty material. Most of the Hesperia soils are in 
the lower, western part of the fans, and some are saline-alkali 
affected but can easily be reclaimed. The areas are crossed by deep, 
narrow, coarser textured Hanford and Tujunga soils and by winding 
areas of Hesperia coarse sandy loam. 


Most areas of this association are used to grow table and raisin 
grapes and tree fruit crops such as peaches and plums. Orchards are 
scattered over the eastern two-thirds of the association, and they 
are surrounded by extensive vineyards from which grapes are harvested 
for raisins or forverushing of Delhijpoand) Tujungal sols: jare dused, for 
raisin grape vineyards. Cotton, alfalfa, and field corn are grown in 
the western part of the association.. 


By ~ TOPOGRAPHY 


The topography of the Selma area is generally flat and without 
prominent natural features. Within the planning area, a number of 
depressions, the largest of which forms Rockwell Pond, compose the 
only “relief “to an-,otherwise level ®appearance. Freeway 99 is the 
dominant man-made feature in the area, running northwest to 
southeast, parallel to the Southern Pacific Railroad which diagonally 
bisects » the *vrban *portrvon-? of aithess Planning!2 Area. The general 
elevation is 305 feet above sea level and drainage is toward the 
southwest at an average .001 rate of grade. 


C. GEOLOGY AND GEOLOGIC HAZARDS 


Structurally, the Valley is a westward continuation of the sloping 
Sierra Nevada block until it reaches the edge of the Coast Range. 
This structural depression has gradually filled with waterborne 
sediments washed from the eroding mountains. Huge alluvial fans 
stretch more than halfway across the Valley from the east and are so 
numerous that they are nearly indistinguishable, forming a continuous 
alluvial piedmont. The greater part of the alluvial deposition has 
come from the Sierra Nevada, which receives much more precipitation 


S 


than the ‘Coast "Ranges. “As ao result; the) Valley slopes farthermeand 
more gradually from the Sierra Nevada to its low point on the west 
side of the Valley. 


There are no active faults within or immediately adjacent to Selma. 
Consequently, ground rupture due to surface faulting is not a hazard. 
Thére "are, / however, “severaly faults sine the vicinity, of; the, Planning 
Area that are considered active, and could generate strong earth 
shaking should movement occur on them. The location of major active 
faults) within, ‘central Californtaais: shown Binerigures 2—9.s Based ron 
the seismicity: off the «San Andreas fault sand wits: proximity ©£0 , the 
selman area. (65.(miles)i thas. faulty has gene tgreatese potentialewror 
causing earthquake damage to typical types of structures built in 
Selma. An 8+ Richter magnitude earthquake along the San Andreas 
fault would create the following ground-motion characteristics: 


Maximum Approximate 
Ground Predominant Duration of 
Acceleration Period 7SEronG -sshaking 
(Gravity) (Seconds) (Seconds) 

Owls 0.2-0.4 30 


Liquefaction, a sudden loss in strength of a saturated, cohesionless 
soil (usually sand), caused by shock or strain, is not considered a 
potential problem within the Selma area for the following reasons: 
1) the expected maximum ground surface accelerations in the area are 
too low to produce the shock necessary to initiate liquefaction; 2) 
groundwater levels are often greater than 20 to 30 feet from the 
surface and consequently soils are not saturated; and 3) the soils 
and subsurface units are too coarse to be conducive to liquefaction. 


The Five County Seismic Safety Element designates Selma to be within 
safety zone V-1 (Valley Zone 1), described below. 


zone V-1 includes most of the eastern San Joaquin Valley, and is 
characterized by a relatively thin section of sedimentary rock 
overlying a granitic basement. Amplification of shaking that 
would affect low to medium-rise structures is relatively high, 
but the distance to either of the faults that are the expected 
sources of: the shaking is «wufficiently greats that the .ffiects 
should be minimal. The requirements of Zone II of the Uniform 
Building Code should be adequate for normal facilities. 


The following safety planning recommendations were made _ for 
communities within Safety Zone V-1l. 


O Adoption of Seismic Safety Element by each City and County 
(Gow. Godeiisec. 7653 02ee) 


O Integrate Seismic Element with other General Plan elements; 


fo) Develop a Safety Element of the General Plan (Gov. Code Sec. 
65.302)1)-2 
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Develop an earthquake disaster plan; 
Establish an emergency services program; 


identify emergency procedures forupublic’ end private ulility 
districts; 


Establish evacuation routes in cities and counties; 
Review dam safety; 


Establish a public relations and education program to create 
community awareness; 


Establish a seismic safety review committee and monitoring 
program; 


Require consideration of seismic and secondary hazard aspects 
in the Environmental Impact Assessment process; 


Require consideration of seismic aspects in the environmental 
impact reporting process; 


Develop subdivision and zoning ordinance review procedures to 
include seismic safety considerations. 


The following recommendation for site investigations and safety code 
enforcement were made in the Element: 


O 


oO 


Inventory any subsidence/settlement characteristics; 


Inventory areas subject to flooding, if any; 


Adopt Chapter /0 "of “the Unsform Buidding Codesand provide 
qualified engineering geologist; 


Maintain building code enforcement program; 


Maintain inspection program of old and new unreinforced 
masonry SeEvcrures; 


Review existing unreinforced masonry structures and abate 
them by condemnation procedures or dangerous-building control 
ordinance; 


Require dynamic structural analysis of critical facilities 
more than four stories in height; 


Require instrumentation program for buildings over. six 
stories having at least 60,000 feet of floor area, and all 
buildings over ten stories; 


Review critical facilities constructed prior to 1948; 


Enforce Uniform Building Code for normal facilities; 


Enforce Uniform Building Code zone requirements for critical 
facilities with careful attention to lateral force movement; 


Require mechanical and electrical equipment to be designed to 


tolerate lateral seismic forces equal to 20 percent of dead 
load. 


CHAPTER THREE 
AIR 
A. CLIMATE 


The climate of the Selma area is semi-arid, with long hot dry summers 
and mild winters. Summer temperatures range between daytime highs of 
100°Fr and) nighttime lows) iof (65ock. Winter temperatures generally 
range from; 35°F to 50°F. Rainfall averages 11.14 inches annually, 
most of which falls between November and April. Prevailing winds are 
from the northwest at mean speeds of 6.1 miles per hour. 


B. QUALITY 


Selma 26 located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin. The 
existing climatic and air quality conditions in the Planning Area are 
described in detail in the Fresno County Air Quality Maintenance Plan 
(AQMP) ang Non-attainment  Alrgpien (1976) uel brretmcunmary of data 
contained in that document is provided below. 


The San Joaquin Valley has ample sunlight, necessary for the 
formation of photochemical oxidants ("smog"), as well as slow winds 
which lead to a high potential for air contaminant build-up. Because 
the Valley is bounded by mountains, inversion layers easily form and 


often restrict vertical’ mixing “of avr masses. During periods (of 
prolonged inversion and high temperatures little air mixing occurs, 
resulting “in elevated pollutant iconcentrations. As a consequence, 


air in the Planning Area does not meet the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards for ozone and total suspended particulates (TSP). 


the primary “source of, alrvepoliuvion sim the Ielanning Area as motor 
vehicle exhaust emissions, especially unburned hydrocarbons, which 
are the primary. ‘element in the formation: of —"smog. = Agriculture 
contributes 33 percent of particulate matter. Sources of pollutants 
are listed below. 


Area Sources Stationary Sources 


Agriculture. Burning Chemicals 

Asphalt Roofing Food/Agriculture 
Bakeries Minerals 

Building Coatings Petroleum Production 
Chemical Plants Wood 
Consumer/Comm. Solvent 

Degreasing Mobile Sources 
Dry Cleaning 

Fuel Combustion Aircraft 

Graphic Arts Railroad 
Incinerators Off-Road Vehicles 
Other Waste Burning On-Road Vehicles 
Pesticides 


Petroleum Marketing 
Petroleum Transfer 
Road, Construcclion 
Solvent Disposal 
Surface Coatings 
Wineries 

Wood Processing 


The 1978 Non-Attainment Plan for Fresno County.) requires various 
control measures to be implemented to show attainment of the Federal 
and Statesair quality standards byi1987 “This planwis required to be 
updated in 1982. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 
WATER 
A. FLOODING 


Selma is not located within the designated flood plain of a water- 
course. Localized flooding has, however, been experienced within the 
older portions! ofmetherer ry « 


B. IRRIGATION 


Three Consolidated Grrigation District (CED) irrigation =channels are 
located within the area: the Fowler-Switch canal, the Walnut ditch 
and the Selma Branch of the Centerville and Kingsburg canal (see 
Figure 4-1). The flow of water within these channels is controlled 
by .GIDy 


C. GROUNDWATER 


Supply and Use. The Selma area, Like most of the Sansvoaqumn Valley, 
is underlain by a large body of fresh groundwater suitable for 
domestic use. Valley cities and innumerable public and private 
concerns, draw upon this groundwater reservoir to supply domestic and 
industrial needs, and to supplement surface flows for irrigation. 


The groundwater map shown on Figure 4-2 is an adaptation of a map 
prepared and published twice yearly by the California State 
Department of Water Resources. The groundwater body beneath the 
Planning Area is unconfined and, as shown on Figure 4-2, its surface 
slopes toward the southwest, indicating that the movement of water 
within the groundwater basin is from the northeast to the southwest. 


Fresno County has several distinct aguifers: 1) the unconfined and 
semi-confined fresh water which occurs in alluvial deposits of Recent 
and Pleistocene Epoch overlying the Corcoran clay (upper aquifer); 2) 


the fresh water confined beneath the Corcoran clay in alluvial and 
lacustrine deposits of late Pleiocene age (lower aquifer); and 3) a 
body of saline connate water contained in marine sediments of middle 
Pleiocene or older age. In addition to the above water bodies, a 
perched or semi-perched water body may exist above any of the 
numerous clay layers within the County. 


The natural supply of water to the San Joaquin Valley, in general, is 
less than the amount used. This results in a steady overdraft from 
the groundwater basin, accelerated in dry years, which produces a 
declining groundwater table height. The Consolidated Irrigation 
District has some 80 observation wells throughout their District 
which are observed on the first of the month. The yearly average 
depth to groundwater for this typical well is plotted to show the 
variation in groundwater elevation during a 28-year period (see 
Figure 4-3). Examination of this Figure shows that the groundwater 
elevation in this area has decreased by four feet during the past 28 
years. 
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The natural source of groundwater in the San Joaquin Valley is 
precipitation on the Valley floor and on the adjacent mountain slopes 
which drain into streams flowing out onto the Valley. The principal 
replenishment is by percolation through permeable materials which 
line the canyons and stream beds around the edges of the Valley; by 
seepage from streams out on the Valley floor; to a large degree, by 
seepage from irrigation canals; and by deep penetration of water 
applied for irrigation purposes. Rainfall on the Valley floor makes 
only a stall contributions 


There have been efforts in past years to reduce the amount of 
overdraft from the groundwater basin by importation of supplemental 
supplies, as well as by conservation measures. The Friant-Kern 
Canal, located on the east side of the Valley, and the San Luis 
Project, -along *thepwest side;s bolhm units Gr them U.S. Bureau por 
Reclamation Central Valley Project, are designed to reduce the amount 
of groundwater being extracted from the basin by delivery of surface 
fresh water supplies from "water surplus" areas to supplement 
existing groundwater supplies. 


The Consolidated irrigation District hasva contract. with the pureau 
of Reclamation whereby excess water is purchased during years of high 
or above average flow and diverted during the winter and spring 
months into a system of recharge basins scattered throughout the 
District to help replenish the underground supply. This practice has 
reduced the®geverity, of overdrare sconditions..) Ine resulta, Of, Chis 
replenishment are easily seen on Figure 4-3; the periods of time when 
the recharge ‘operation, was Hn, eftect :9¢e—71) 1973 — (omen 9197 9-31) 
show a marked reduction in the rate of decrease in the groundwater 
elevation. 


The movement of groundwater in the Valley is, in general, from the 
more permeable areas along the eastern side of the Valley, much of 
which is irrigated by surface water diverted from streams, toward the 
central and western portions of the Valley. Heavy pumping to supply 
irrigation demands along the west side of the Valley results in the 
movement of groundwater in that direction. This movement is 
continuing at the present time, even though the overdraft on the west 
side has been greatly reduced by the San Luis and State Water 
Projects. A Significant time lag “will, be required beiore Fhe: fult 
impact Of . conservation. projects, as “well vac ssthe ~etionts g7of 
Consolidated Irrigation District andVother similar agencies, on) pine 
groundwater elevation decline will be realized. 


It is essential that both public and private organizations interested 
in the water supply of the Central Valley area recognize that each 
and every entity should do everything within its power to conserve 
water in every reasonable way, and to protect and preserve the area's 
groundwater for future generations. During the past few years, major 
steps have been taken toward long-range protection of the ground- 
water's elevation as described above. 


D. GROUNDWATER QUALITY 


Groundwater quality in Selma must be addressed on a County-wide basis 
to understand iS causes and effects. Fresno County has 
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traditionally had high quality surface and groundwater. The source 
of these waters has been from precipitation in the Sierra Nevada and 
Coast Range. On the east side of the Valley, the Sierra Nevada 
provides abundant waters from eastward moving storms. However, a 
natural cycle of water degradation is part of the ecology of the 
County. AS] water Vflowsourmor thes mountains and foothills .to the 
Valley trough, it picks up impurities and declines in quality. This 
produces water which contains dissolved minerals, salts, and solids. 
Also, the local system of canals which utilize surface waters for 
irrigation along the Valley slopes adds greatly to the impurities 
contained in waters. 


Figure «4-4 -déepicts thew salinity “ofL,solls in. the (Westside of the 
County and indicates where poor quality surface and unconfined 
groundwaters -are: located], ~The. Bigure, reflects. the <higher salinity 
concentrations in the western portion of the County resulting from 
accumulation of salts;in the surface. runoff. The salt. concentration 
in and around Selma is estimated to be less than 25 tons per acre. 


in: addition to “these "satte, such astehloride, swultate,, bicarbonate, 
calcium, magnesium, and potassium, a number of other pollutants 
effect water quality. These include suspended solids (sediment), 
organic materials, toxic chemicals, heavy metals, and disease 
Carrying organisms. Water affected by these materials is degraded 
tChrougnm’ changes ™ine-taste- and. .odor,..the “growths .of. plants, “such as 
algae, a decrease in available oxygen for plants and fish, and loss 
of charity. These impurities and organisms also increase health 
hazards. County water has been steadily decreasing in quality but is 
considered good by U.S. Public Health Service standards. 


Major sources of water pollution in the County include the following: 


Nature. The natural action of water on surface or subsurface 
Materials causes solids to be dissolved (salts) or suspended 
(sediment or nutrients) into watercourses, surface or subsurface 
water bodies. CNTs) sess) thessprimeary, source, of water ‘quality 
degradation. 

Agriculture. Irrigation of crops allows water to be partly 


evaporated into the atmosphere or absorbed into plants. This leaves 
a residue of salts and nutrients near the soil's surface which can be 
leached into the groundwater. A large portion of the applied water 
is already saline and therefore causes greater salt accumulations. 
Animal waste generated by feed lots, dairies, and other intensive 
livestock operations, are high in biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), 
nitrogenous compounds, total dissolved solids, suspended matter, and 
biological organism, and may potentially contaminate the groundwater 
supply if untreated. While the potential for such future wastewater 
problems exist, the Selma Planning Area is not included in a 
designated "problem area", present and future, by the Department of 
Water Resources. 


Urban Uses. Wastes from urban type uses generate pollutants 


including nitrates, salts, sediment, and organic and chemical 
contaminents. These occur primarily from sewage treatment plants, 
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septic tanks, roadway runoff, and construction. Also, untreated 
human liquid wastes carry organisms which can communicate disease. 


Industrial Uses. The major industrial water quality problem 
Countywide results from oil and natural gas eGxtraction, and mining, 
Oil field operation involves wastewater disposal and potential oil 
spills, which can effect both surface and groundwater supplies. 
Contaminants from mining include surface flow or percolation of 
runoff waters at mine sites where local water has come in contact 
WIth VarLous “Ores; such “as mercury, copper, and asbestos. Sand and 
gravel extraction also contributes sediment to surface water. Such 
contaminants have been measured in trace amounts in the Selma 
Planning Area. 


Solid Waste. Many disposal sites in the County are located in flood 
plain areas and can potentially pollute surface and groundwaters. 
This is not now considered a serious hazard because of the limited 
rainfall and surface flow in the County where these sites are 
located. Locally, absence of flooding reduces the potential for 
groundwater degradation possibly attributable to this source. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 


PLANT LIFE 


A. NATIVE VEGETATION 


Grassland vegetation once dominated the native plant community on the 
valley floor of Fresno: County. Important genera of such grasses 
include Bromus, Festuca and Avena. However, most of this native 
grassland has been replaced by agricultural crops and ornamental 
Plants. 


No rare or endangered species of vegetation are reported to be in the 
Selma Quadrangle according to the California Natural Diversity Data 
Base maintained by the California Department of Fish and Game. 


B. AGRICULTURE 


Approximately 8,890 acres (87 percent) of the land within the Selma 
Planning Area is in agricultural use; over 60 percent of the 
agricultural land areavvs comprised of Class I and Class 11 “prime” 
SOLIS; The principal cropsigrown in the area include Grapes, , plums, 
nectarines and peaches. These crops, for the most part, are grown on 
small, family-owned and operated farms ranging in size from five to 
forty acres. 
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CHAPTER SIX 


ANIMAL LIFE 


No rare or endangered species of wildlife are reported in the Selma 
Planning Area, according to the California Natural Diversity Data 


Base. 
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CHAPTER SEVEN 
NOISE 
A. SOURCES 


Industrial land uses in Selma are generally located in a linear strip 
between Freeway 99 and Golden State Boulevard. These two transporta- 
tion corridors are major noise generators in the community. Parallel 
to, and north of Golden State Boulevard, is the Southern Pacific 
Transportation Company mainline railroad, another major noise 
generator. Commercial land uses are concentrated near Freeway 99 and 
Golden State Boulevard, and in the Central Business District bounded 
by Arrants Street, McCall Avenue, and Golden State Boulevard. Such 
uses, while they do not generate significant noise, create vehicular 
trakftic; the mostisignaficant cause of noise in the Planning Area. 


Table 7-1 shows the composite, ambient daytime noise levels at the 
sensitive receptors. These sites are depicted on Figure 7-l, along 
with the contours of those noise generators which are presently 
known. 


B. POLICIES AND STANDARDS 


The proposed Fresno County Model Community Noise Control Ordinance 

limits the daytime L (1) noise level to 50 dBA (2) for residential 
‘ 50 ; ; 

areas. Stationary generators creating greater noise Levels” than L 

GBA are possible problems in the community. Garerul land use 

planning “should be done so that. existing industrial sites de: not 

become problems in the future. 


Different land uses may tolerate different levels of noise. 
Industrial parks, for example, can tolerate a great deal more noise 


than can residential neighborhoods. Some land uses are virtually 
unaffected by noise, while other land uses are extremely sensitive to 
ates Land uses can be divided into four categories of noise 


sensitivity. They are listed below along with their characteristics, 
and examples of land use types in each category. 


1. Insensitive Land Uses--The noise level does not affect the 
successful operation of the particular activity. A wide 
variety of uses can be included in this category, including 
public utilities, transportation: systems, and “other noise- 
related uses. 


(1) 


Leg refers to the level of noise that ws exceeded 50% of the 
time. 


(2) ABA refers to decibel level of noise as measured on a sound meter 


using the "A" scale. The "A" scale is a scale used to describe 
the impact of sound on the human ear. 


yy 


No. Land Use 


1 Berry Park 
Z Washington School 


3 Eric White School 


4 Garfield School 


5 Peter Ringo Park 


6 Jefferson School 


7 Selma High School 


8 Selma Convalescent 
Home 


9 Roosevelt School 


10 Jackson School 


ay Selma Hospital 


Ite Lincoln Park 
3 Brentlinger Park 


14 Bethel Lutheran 
Home 


15} Wilson School 


Source: 


TABLE 7-1 


AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS 


dB (A) 


Location 


Sylvia & 2nd 
Bauder & 2nd 


Mitchell and 
Nebraska 


Thoilane! & a Bo 


Mitchell and 
Nebraska 


Sylvia and 
Thompson 


Wright and 
Jackson 


Stillman & Lee 


Plomaleeg ae Bs 


Wright and 
Huntsman 


Rose and 
Country elu 


Selma & Cross 
Rose & Olive 


Dockery and 
Evergreen 


Dockery and 
Stillman 


Selma General Plan, Noise Element, 


Date 


6/10/74 
6/10/74 


6/20/74 


6/10/74 


6/18/74 


6/18/74 


6/18/74 


6/18/74 


6/18/74 


6/18/74 


6/18/74 


6/20/74 
6/20/74 


6/20/74 


6/20/74 


LHS 


54.4 


64.1 


66.4 


Siok 


ays a4 


54.9 


49.0 


48.7 


Comments 


Compressor 


Children 


Windy 


Church Bells 


Nebraska Ave. 


| Dinuba Ave. 
| Floral Ave. 
Rose Ave 


Parks 
eee f 
Convalescent Homes . 
fay) Stationary Source Contours ; ef f 
> ee: 7’ SouRCE: CITY OF SELMA 


TITLE ; FIGURE 
QUAD Measurement Locations and 7-4 
Sensitive Receptors | 
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Examples of Insensitive Land Uses are as follows: 


Agriculture Parking Lots 

Construction Yards Raceways & Drag Strips 

Forestry Railways & Terminals 

Horticulture Rifle Ranges 

Industrial Manufacturing Transit Systems and 
terminals 

Liquid & Solid Waste Facilities Undeveloped Land 

Livestock Farms Warehousing and Utilities 

Mining & Extraction Water Areas 


Wrecking & Salvage Yards 


Moderately-Sensitive Land Uses--Some degree of noise control 


must be present if these activities are to be successfully 
Garrred fout Included here are general business and 
recreational uses. 


Examples of Moderately Sensitive Land Uses are as follows: 


Athletic Clubs Lodges, Community 
Country =Clubs Associations 
Equestrian Clubs Professional Offices 
General Merchandising Recreational Vehicle Parks 
Golf Courses and Driving Restaurants & bars 

Ranges Scientific Testing 
Government Services Tennis Clubs 


pensitive Uses--Lack of noise control will result in many of 
the negative effects described. This category primarily 
contains residential uses. 


Examples of Sensitive Land Uses are as follows: 


Cemeteries Out-Patient Clinics 
Dormitories Preschools 
Hotels Professional Research 
Mobilehome Park Resort Hotels 
Motels Single-family dwellings 
Multi-family dwellings (attached) 

(high rise) Single-family dwellings 
Multi-family dwellings (detached) 

(low rise) 


Highly-Sensitive Uses--A high degree of noise control is 
necescary O01 the rsuccessi(ul operation Of these activities. 


Examples include hospitals and churches. 


Examples of Highly Sensitive Land Use are as follows: 


Auditoriums Educational Facilities 
Churches Hospitals 

Concert Halls Single-family dwellings (rural) 
Convalescent Homes Wildlife Sanctuaries 
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Table 7-2 shows the recommended maximum ambient noise levels for each 
land use type. 


TABLE 7=2 


CITY OF SELMA 
RECOMMENDED MAXIMUM AMBIENT NOISE LEVEL 


Noise Level dBA 


LAND USE CATEGORY Day 50 Night dn 
Insensitive Uses 60 Ss) vad) 
Moderately Sensitive Uses 55 50 65 
Sensitive Uses 50 40 55 
Highly Sensitive Uses 45 40 50 


Source’: Office of Nouse Control,, State Department of Health, 1976. 


To meet these goals the Fresno County Health Department recommends 
the’ following policies: 


tf. To. prohabit. Sexterior  nowse, levels . trom «exceeding the 
specified *units»sin each Noise Zone, for the time periods 
specified: 
Allowable 
Noise Exterior 
zone Type of Land Use Time Interval Noise Level 
a Single or two family LON Os iee Os 1/eae allt. 45 dBA 
residential dwellings 
(R=lc& R=2) Pale COR. ORs Die t0 
13 Single,.or multiple LOOM ents cists 50 dBA 
family dwellings 
(R-l1, R-2, & R-4) asm. to. LO psine 55 dBA 
tee Gommercial -:C=—1s7 sC-—2, MOS relies some pecan 60 dBA 
(C-3, C-H, and R-O Zones) Bia tO:.0) .patt. 65 dBA 
IV Industrial or manufacturing Anytime 70 dBA 


M-1, M-2, M-1-X Zones 
or for exterior noise levels to exceed: 


ag  ihesenoisesstandard. for aecumilative period.of more than 
thirty mMinuitessan “any hour; or 


b. The noise Standard, plus 5 dBA for a cumulative period of 
more than fifteen minutes in any hour; or 


as 


The noise standard plus 10 dBA for a cumulative period of 
more than five minutes in any hour; or 


d. The noise standard plus 15 dBA for a cumulative period of 
more than one minute in any hour; or 


e. The noise standard plus 20 dBA for any period of time. 


To prohibit the alllowable “interior noise level of residential 
land uses to exceed: 


45 dBA 2 ao) A RA oD I ee RES aS 1 
55 dBA ErOme) eam, co “20! p.m. 


or, for the interior noise level to exceed: 


a. The noise standard for a cumulative period of more than 
five (5) minutes in any hour; or 


b. The noise standard plus five (5) dBA for a cumulative 
period of more than one (1) minute in any hour; or 


c. The noise standard plus (10) dBA for any period of time. 
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CHAPTER BELGE. 
LIGHT AND GLARE 


A few non-conforming flashing or blinking signs remain in the City. 


However, these are gradually being eliminated in the development 
review process. 


There are no other identified sources of excessive light and glare in 
Selma. Bright or distracting light and glare should be directed away 
from major roads, State Highway 99, and residential areas. 


21 


CHAPTER NINE 
LAND USE 
Land use in the City, and nearby unincorporated urban areas within 


the Planning Area, are described in detail below. Table 9-1 
summarizes existing land use within the Planning Area. 


TABLE 9-1 
SELMA PLANNING AREA LAND USE 
(Acres) 
Total 
Planning 

Land Use Incorporated Unincorporated Area 

Residential 59.753 248.45 845.8 
Single-family 5020 208.647 pull vat f 
Multi-family 94°23 39.8 4 ee | 

Commercial SS 25 14-5 LO 300) 
Retail 69.1 6.0 pay at 
Wholesale 15-6 16 rete ORE) 
Office Lins 6.9 24.24 

Public Facilities 186.7 Coe 190...3 
Hospital/Health Care 8.4 - 8.4 
School 12325 ~ 4 ee HRS 
Other 54.8 34-6 5 Siu 

Industrial 42%.3 BS sc) 80.4 

Transportation, 

Utilities 480.3 2919 Ti bedu gtd 
Park BG #3 5.35 6.1 28 
Agriculture 314.4 oe oS Be Seo 
Vacant 2A Cel SPA wer 6120.5 

Total 2,886 4 A. 657: 86 1,544.0 


Source: Selma City Planning Department, June, 1982. 
A. RESIDENTIAL 


There are basically two concentrations of residential uses in Selma, 
with smaller, low-density residential uses around them: one is the 
Older, and generally poorer, section to the southwest of downtown; 
the other is the larger and newer area northeast of the railroad 
tracks. The “may Ort direction s.of.< growth win: ~recent.+ years «has: ;been 
primarily northward, shifting the physical center of the community 
north to nearly Floral and McCall Avenues. 


oS 


Most of the housing within the Planning Area consists of medium to 
low density single-family dwellings. The average density for this 
type of development County-wide is approximately 4.8 units per gross 
acre of residential land. 


Multiple-family development is evenly distributed throughout the 
Citys: in’ the volder *sections* of the! (City, (multi-family caweli ings 
often consist of an added structure on an existing single family lot. 


Table 9-2 .and. Fagure 9-1 list and) locate ‘propesed residential 
developments. 


B. COMMERCIAL 


The retail commercial center of Selma is located between East Front 
Street and McCall Avenue, and between Third and Arrants Streets. WB 
also extends northeast to a newer shopping area at the intersection 
of McCall and Rose Avenues. The commercial center contains most of 
the retail outlets and civic functions and represents the "heart" of 
the City. Some residences and service commercial establishments also 
exist within the downtown area. 


Commercial developments outside the downtown area serve as 
convenience. “goods outliers Tor ™enearby — residential wareas. ine 
exception to this is the newer McCall Village commercial center at 
McCall and Dinuba Avenues. This center will provide a similar range 
of comparison goods and services as the existing downtown and could 
be classed as a potential second retail center to the downtown. 


Service-oriented commercial uses exist along the old alignment of 
Highway 99 (Whitson Street) adjacent to the downtown and generally 
extending to the northwest. Business on this "strip" has declined, 
primarily due to the relocation of Highway 99 to a grade-separated 
freeway. The highest concentration of street activity in this area 
is at the Second Street and Floral Avenue intersections where freeway 
interchanges exist. Some new highway service-oriented development 
has extended west of Whitson Street to the interchange points. 


Ce -INDUSTRIAL 


The main concentration of industrial. uses exists in@the southeast 
quadrant of “the City. Industries located in this area include 
agricultural product processing plants, manufacturing, storage, and 
warehousing. 


Other industrial uses are scattered along the Golden State corridor 
formed by the highway and railroad. North of Second Street in this 
corridor, in an otherwise residential area, are two utility company 
facilities; ‘along. ‘the old’ *highwayje"rurcherv north,” are weveral 
automobile and heavy equipment salvage yards; and to the northwest is 
a new heavy equipment concentration and a private airstrip. 


Adjacent to the corridor, on the north “side of the railroad tracks 
just east of its intersection with Thompson Avenue, there is a small 
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TABLE “9=2 


FUTURE DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 


Total L982 Construction 
Projects/Status (il) Units Const To Date 
Country Club Village #5 8 1 6 
Olive Heights 69 7 67 
Nelson Village 254 85 85 
Mediterranean Gardens v 0 0 
Thompson Terrace #1 ef! 1 cpl 
Country Club Terrace #2 20 0 0 
Denise Estates 23 5 3. 
Tract Map BY 0 0 
Country View Estates 22 0 0 
Vinewood Estates 365 0 0 
Thompson Terrace #2 ew 0 0 
Cathedral Estates 34 0 0 
AshleyeEstates (Pract 3130) 55 0 0 
Remainder of Tract 3130 471 0 0 
Sub-Total 1450 99 194 
Other Projects (2) 
Askem Farms Mobilehome Park 65 0 
Selma Mobile Estates 41 2 
Apartment Complex (Nebraska, 
East of Mitchell) 120 0 0 
Apartment Complex McCall Ave 
South of Nelson Boulevard Dae 0 0 
BUD Toe dus 249 2 22 
GRAND TOTAL 1699 On 216 
(1) Status as of December, 1982 


(2) Listing does not include minor site plan applications 
(approximately 35 dwelling units). 
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[@]—Pending and/or probable future developments 


concentration of heavy commercial and industrial uses. These are 
primarily brick manufacturing and storage, with some agricultural 
processing. 


D. AGRICULTURAL 


Surrounding Selma are numerous and extensive agricultural uses, some 
of which are being displaced as urban expansion occurs around the 
City. The predominant uses are vineyards (table, wine and raisin), 
Pasrureyeerte.d Crops; “and tree jirudits..jApproximately-3800) acres) of 
this agricultural land is within the Planning Area as projected by 
the General Plan. 


Much of the land currently under cultivation is subject to California 
Land Conservation Act contracts (Williamson Act) which permit the 
agricultural lands to be assessed for tax purposes on it agricultural 
value rather than its value for urban uses (see Figure 9-2). The 
resulting tax benefit is designed to serve as an incentive for owners 
tommaintaln their Land” int agricuttural=useses, Figure.9-2 i mustrates 
the location of acreage in the Selma Planning Area currently subject 
toesuch contracts’. 


EB. VACANT 


Of the 620.5 acres of vacant land identified on Table 9-1, most of it 
consists of land which has been taken out of agricultural use, 
awaiting a more intensive, urban use. The majority of this land lies 
in the northwest part of the Planning Area along the railroad tracks 
and around the Floral Avenue freeway interchange. Other vacant land 
is found in scattered locations where urban development has bypassed 
and surrounded it. Some larger parcels of this type lie along the 
Old highway and adjacent to the older residential and industrial uses 
to the south and west of the City. 
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CHAPTER TEN 


NATURAL RESOURCES 


The primary natural resource available within Selma is the prime 
agricultural soils as previously discussed in Chapters. lands s..No 
other resources are identified within the Planning Area. However, 
within a twenty-mile radius of Selma, the following resources have 
been identified. 


: Oia 

: Sand and Gravel 

- Limestone 

A Clay 

: Other High-quality Soils 

: High-quality Surface and Groundwater 
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CHAPTER ELEVEN 


RISK OF UPSET 


Select commercial and industrial uses within the City have the 
potential to create a risk of upset. These identified uses and their 
approximate street-intersection locations are itemized below: 


: Oil and gas distribution facilities - West Front Street/North 
of Floral 


Agricultural chemical distribution and sales - Golden State, 
south of Park Street 


A Highway-related- uses, paricularly along? ‘the Us) S. Route, 99 
Corridor 


a Railroad - Southern Pacific Transportation Company freight 
operation and natural gas pipeline within the railroad 
right-of-way. 


é and natural gas pipeline within the railroad right-of-way. 
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CHAPTER TWELVE 


POPULATION 


Population Level 


Population in Selma had increased at an average annual rate of 2.3 
percent between 1960 and 1980, increasing in population from 6,934 
persons to 10,942 persons (see Table 12-1). Bee sno (ecountys,) 7 by. 
comparison, has grown at an average annual SEOwER! raten,; oh P 1.1/ 
percents ImjiG@nesemost recent past decade, ther average annual 
population growth rate was 3.9 percent in Selma and 2.2 percent in 
Fresno; founcy . 


Population Projections 


Population, in the City wadl sinerease-cantuturem years: «dues to 
annexation of existing populations in the Planning Area to the CLcys 
migration and natural growth. Projections, based on various growth 
Bate, “SCenarios,. are =shown an slable 12-7. The Table shows’ the 
population levels that would be expected by the year 2000, ranging 
from) @ “low Of 17,243 -to a high of. 23976, depending on Jocal and 
regional population factors. Since such factors may not be predicted 
with a reliable degree of accuracy, the estimates should not be 
considered predictions, rather, they provide an estimate of the most 
probable range of the population level under "high growth" and "low 
growth" conditions; 


TABLE 12-1 


CETY, OF) SELMA 
POPULATION HISTORY 


Year Population 
1960 6,934 
1970 7,459 
1974 eae 
1980 1O".942 
19s 0.75 
1982 T1650 


Source: Fresno County Planning Department 
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TABLE 12-2 


CITY OF SELMA 
POPULATION PROJECTIONS FROM 
DIFFERENT GROWTH RATE SCENARIOS 


1960-80 1970-80 
Year Average 2% 4% Average 
1980 (base) 10,942 “- -- 
1985 HAAR go) IF 03% ne), SS hei, 252 
1990 13 es 5 1s BSS 1 695-97 L6e O58 
1995 eS fo 0 lr 726 LO P7FO6 Or aay 
2000 1243 167,259 23;, 976 23,546 
Source: Quad Consultants, July, 1981 
HEM LOLEY 


Dabie ~12=3 “shows! the -1980 Sethniey distribution ©fhttheegcommunity, as 
reported by the Bureau of the Census. The ethnic profile represented 
in the Table is typical of the Selma-Fowler-Kingsburg area and Fresno 
County in general. 


TABLE: 12=—3 


CITY OF SELMA 
BTHNECITY OF POPULATION 


Ethnicity Total (3%) Cre (3) 
White 2s 2 SG: Seals) Dales oOo) 

(Spanish Origin) OTOP (aie, 6.) 5 aaoe (49 25) 
Black 2O2F le) oe (0%. 6) 
American Indian Pea aes Ci) Leioe G2) 
Asian GSO. 23.67) gece (252) 
Other+t S256) si2S8) 3 946 (33) 

18,924 10,942 
Source: State Census Data Center 


Persons of Spanish origin comprise the largest single ethnic group in 
the community, with almost half of all persons reported to be in that 
category. Persons of Spanish origin also account for approximately 
three-fourths of all persons classified as "white", a category which 
includes persons of Anglo, European and Iberian descent. 
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CHAPTER THIRTEEN 
HOUSING 
The 1981 Housing Element of Selma's General Plan provides the current 
description of household characteristics, based on the 1970 federal 
census, the 1974 special state census and special City surveys. 


Housing data and neighborhood characteristics are also provided. 


Goals and policies of the Housing Element can be found in Part I of 
the General Plan. 
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CHAPTER FOURTEEN 
TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION 
A. STREETS AND HIGHWAYS 


Trazriae eVolume. inslordernt ito igéstablisnyMmcheixamountmaone trarsic 
Wtilizgation. of “varlousw “importantygstreetssgine theo iCitys or sselma, 
24-hour traffic volume counts were conducted in December of 1979. 
The results of those counts are shown in Figure 14-1. Lt .ean be 
assumed that the traffic counts on most streets in the City for the 
24-hour period in early December, 1979 represented average of 
slightly above average traffic counts’ for 1979 and "carly 1980." There 
are, however, some variations in daily traffic volumes in Selma 
throughout the year based on agricultural harvesting and related 
activities, as well as seasonal shopping fluctuations. 


The streets with the highest traffic volumes in the City include 
Second Street between U.S. 99 Freeway and west of McCall Avenue, 
McCall Avenue between the downtown area and the north City limits, 
and Floral Avenue between U.S. 99 Freeway and west of McCall Avenue. 
The state highways in the area, including U.S. 99 and Highland Avenue 
south of U.S. 99, are also heavily traveled. Traffic congestion 
problems occur in the downtown area on Second Street, McCall Avenue, 
High Street, EBasteFront, West Front and “First Street, “along  Pioral 
Avenue at McCall, and near the Whitson/Second Street intersections. 
As the City grows, additional congestion can be anticipated. 


Traffic Volume Projections. An analysis was made of future land use 
in the Planning Area. By comparing aerial photos of existing land 
use conditions with the general plan-designated land uses, it was 
possible to determine vacant developable acreage in each land use 
category. Vacant acreage was tabulated and projections were made of 
future traffic volumes on various roadways in the Planning Area. 
Each of twelve one-sguare-mile map sheet areas in the "Planning 
Area", “was.-analyzed as to tis itrartic generations wpotential, using 
different growth rate scenarios. (See Figure 14-2) 


In targeting “the data the “potential andustrial iSicommercial ‘and 
residential acreages by cordon area were indicated. For residential 
developments alternate densities of four units per acre, 15 units per 
acre and 24 units per acre are assumed. This range of residential 
densities provided a range of likely traffic volumes. Table 14-1 
presents a summary of the developments by cordon area for industrial, 
commercial and residential land uses. 


As shown in Table 14-1, maximum and minimum daily traffic volumes 
generated by proposed development within each cordon area has been 
calculated. These generated traffic volumes are based on the 
"practicable" density ranges for residential development and take 
into account the interrelationship between traffic generated by 
residential and commercial developments. Traffic from each of these 
cordon areas was distributed over the Selma street system to 
correspond to logical traffic distribution and “assignment patterns 
that would result under the assumed land use. This traffic, when 
added to the existing traffic from the first illustration, produces 
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FUTU 


SECTION 


LEONARD 
Dinuba to Manning 
HIGHLAND 
Manning to Dinuba 
Dinuba to Whitson 
HOeoSON BOVE ora | 
Peloral sto-Rose 
Rose to Nebraska 
Nebraska to Mtn. View 
THOMPSON 
Manning to Dinuba 
Dinuba to Floras 
Rose to Nebraska 
Nebraska to Mtn. View 
WRIGHT 
Dimiba to Fiore! 
MCCALL 
Manning to Dinuba 
Danuwda to Fito 
Fileral™ to Second 


McCallie toy Wri tsrou 

Whitson to 99 

99° to Nebraska 
ORANGE 

Vel Rey sto Floral 

Plorar to. Rose 
DOCKERY 

Piordt) tor tose 

Rose to Nebraska 
DEURREY 

Dai MaUiDiae ot OL. Fe lioncdel 

Floral to Nebraska 

Nebraska to Mtn. View 
DINUBA 

Golden State toeHighi 

Highland to Thompson 

Thompson to McCall 

MeGall to Urange 
HUNTSMAN 

Highland to Thompson 

Thompson to McCall 
NELSON 

McCall to Orange 


TABLE, = 2 
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EXISTING ADT 


and 33100 


EUMURE ADT 


2,000 


7,000 
14,800 
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26,200 
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S600) 
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1,600 
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10,100 
2,500 
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22500 
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Table 14-2 - continued 


FLORAL : 
Dewolf to 99 
99 =to Whatsoan 
Whitson to Thompson 
Thompson to McCall 
McCall to Orange 
Orange to Del Rey 
ROSE 
DeWolf to Htghtand 
Highland to Thompson 
McCali-to Dockery 
Dockery to Del Rey 
NEBRASKA 
DeWolf to Highland 
Highland to Thompson 
Thompson to Second 
Front to Dockery 
Dockery to Del Rey 
GOLDEN STATE-WHITSON 
Dinubu to Highland 
Highland to Floral 
Floral to Second 


Second to Nebraska 


Nebraska to Mtn. View 


Source: TJKM Associates, 1979. 


10,700 
24,400 
19,400 
16,600 
11,400 

3,900 


345.00 
6,200 
aye 
6,000 


3,400 
12200 
ache? 
36300 
1,400 


V2. 000 
14,700 
be 5.900 
11,400 
E400 


the future year traffic volume ‘assignments on-“the Selma street 
system. These projections are shown in Table 14-2. 


As indicated, the streets with the greatest future traffic carrying 
demand will be McCall Avenue, Highland Avenue, Second Street and 
Floral Avenue. These streets each have traffic volumes in excess of 
20,000 vehicles per day. 


Table 14-3 indicates practical capacities for major streets on a 24- 
hour basis under the Highway Research Board's "C" Level-of-service 


trafeic elow (conditions *“Wuncongested, free-rlowing  trartic), By 
comparing this Table with future volumes as indicated in Table 14-2, 
desired street widths can be determined. Based on these findings, 


the following are the recommended street widths for the City of Selma 
SUrE6CE SyYScems: 


Four Lanes Divided: 


McCall Avenue from Manning Avenue to Dinuba Avenue 

Whitson Street in its entirety 

Golden State Boulevard in its entirety 

Highland Avenue from Golden State Boulevard to the south 
City amres 


Four Lanes Undivided: 


Dinuba Avenue in its entirety 

Floral Avenue from Orange Avenue to Whitson and west of 
Golden State Boulevard 

Rose Avenue from McCall Avenue easterly 

Second Street in its entirety 

Nebraska from Thompson to Highland 

Highland between Manning and Golden State Boulevard 

MeCall strom, Danuba-to Second = sezcec 


Two Lanes: 


All other streets 
TABLE 14-3 


EVE OF SERVICE © CAPACTIVES 
(Average Daily Trips) 


Roadway Type Peak Hour 24 Hours 
6-lane Freeway 9,000 9.07,.0:00 
4-lane Freeway 6,000 60,000 
6-lane Divided Arterial (left-turn lane) 3,600 36,000 
4-lane Divided Arterial (left-turn lane) 2,400 24,000 
4-lane Undivided Arterial 2 O00 20,000 
2-lane Arterial 1,400 14,000 
2-lane Collector POOR E 10,000 
Source: Highway Research Board, "Highway Capacity Manual", 1965. 
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BIISBICYCLEsSROUTES 


Regionally, over 400 miles of bikeways are planned through Fresno 
County =sover/ sthe ¢@next<stwentyaryvears.. Selma. is) on- the designated 
California State Corridor Route which will follow Golden State 
Boulevard from the San Joaquin River (Madera-Fresno County ines, 0 
continue south of Fowler, Selma, and Kingsburg, into Tulare County 
and the Riverland Recreation Area. The corridor provides a major 
link between Madera, Fresno and Tulare Counties for cyclists. 


Locally, bikeway routes will be developed as need arises. 

Ce eALR SACI TITLES 

Airport. The Selma Aerodrome airport is located two miles northwest 
of Selma on approximately 23 acres of land. The airport, owned and 
operated by the Selma Aerodrome, Inc., is a "landing strip category" 


airport which is open to general public use. 


The airport has one runway, oriented in a northwest/ southeast 


direction, whichwiis' approximately. 23500 - feet long: The runway 
surface is asphaltic concrete in composition, reported to be in 
“fair” condition. Due to lack of approach control, on-site visual 


flightemoutes (VFR) dictate approach procedures. AlthoUgh there are 
some near clear zone obstructions, there is at least the minimum 
required agtwo-to-onesapproachizone sloped! Ancillary “facilities at 
the Aerodrome include two conventional hangars; eight mini-hangers, 
five shelters, thirty-six) “T=hangars;o a fixed<base operator who 
provadess flight echarter, instruction and) rentals?o'aircrart “fuel 
sales; two aircraft maintenance facilities; and one agricultural crop 
dusting service. 


Access to Selma Airport is via Huntsman Avenue, a two-lane asphalt 
road, approximately three-fourths mile west of the junction of 
Huntsman and Dewolf Avenues. 


The: Pispert; tspcadjacentaitotyRockwelleGrond tatid. @ 16° 916Gated “Vin ‘4 
primarily agricultural setting with scattered low density farm 
dwellings. 


The Airport has met the community need for a number of years without 
public financial involvement. The facilities however, do not meet 
the FAA's Basic Utility-Stage 1 development standards. The absence 
of additional available land for adequate expansion of runway or 
aircraft storage facilities to the standard to which the Fresno 
county Airport System Plan recommends it be developed and maintained 
suggests mthe, needs tonrelocatée: the »public” useaicapabidity “to ta’ new 
site... However, aaimethe gabsence of other currently available "public 
use. alternatives; the community = must ‘continue to rely upon the 
existing, airport to supply community service. The’ Fresno County 
Airport Land Use Commission has prepared a plan for the airport, and 
it is»curnently: ingthegadoptronyproecess (July, 1982). Upon adoption 
of this plan and procurement of secured funding, the airport may be 
further improved to meet identified public use needs. 
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The Fresno County Airport System Plan recommends that the airport be 
designated at a pasic Utility—-Stage J level — Pubic Use stacriity. 
The County Regional Transportation Plan recommends that an emergency 
medical heliport be located at either the Selma District Hospital or 
Kingsburgqepastrict Hospitals 


Developments -that may affect thes sability.of the fairportirandeits 
safety are required to be referred to the Fresno County Air Land Use 
Commission for review and comment. iis @eprecess. has 7been 
incorporated into the) City "s planning, and zoning procedures. 


Source? Hodges se "Sechute, vune 1962 
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CHAPTER © TETEEN 


PUBLIC SERVICES 


Public services for residents of the Planning Area are supplied by 
the agencies listed below: 


Tncorporated Unincorporated 
Area Area 
Schools: Selma Unified Same 
School District 
Police: City of Selma Fresno County 
Sheriff 
Piee: City of Selma Mid-Valley Fire 
Distsict 
Street Lights: City of Selma and 
PG&E N/A 
Recreation: City of Selma Fresno County (1) 
General Government City of Selma Fresno County 


A. SCHOOLS 


Selma is served by the Selma Unified School District which operates 
seven elementary schools, one comprehensive high school, one 
continuation high school and one junior high school. (Figure 15-1 
shows the locations of the various schools.) Total enrollment in the 
District déclineds.througn 1930. However, the district's elementary 
school enrollment has been increasing since 1981; enrollment at the 
secondary level has continued to decline. 


The Distriet Uses an! average fyield factor Of (7333 Students per 
household when calculating impacts from new residential development. 
Under present econditions, “the schools: fot the’ Selma Unified School 
District can absorb approximately 200 to 300 new elementary students 
and approximately 100 to 300 additional high school students. 


Existing= regular, classrooms in the District are designed ~to provide 
approximately 35 square feet of space per student. This established 
square footage allowance provides adequate space for 26 students per 
average-size regular classroom. Other factors such as the Education 
Code and collective bargaining limitations also effect maximum class 
size. 


In determining the School, District's student capacity, a 30. students 
per regular classroom standard is used. Abthoughy thi.sealhswnete the 
desixved AsStancdard) smal tect CaLiStice. In iohtajiot spies Ibrertrict«s 
financial. limitations. ‘As* shown, in Table ‘15-1; the, current™excess of 
Capacity to enrollment is 422 students; it is projected to be 568 
students in the 1981-82 school year. 


(ijewecreation facilities, in tthe .City..are’mutitazed by..people dn,y the 
planning area and beyond. 
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FIGURE 


Schools in the Planning Area 15-1 


TABLE 15-1 


EXISTING SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Elementary and Enrollment 
Junior High Schools Grades (Deo, 1 98l > Capacity 
Indianola K-6 358 386 
Terry 1=8 208 180 
Eric White 3-6 517 342 
G. Washington K-1 178 270 
J. Garfield 1-6 256 300 
W. Wilson K-6 312 320 
A. Jackson K-8 605 600 
T. Roosevelt 7-8 49] 600 
PLP TROLS: 3,008 
senior High 
Selma High 9-12 954 1, O10 
Heartland Continuation-/-12 97 120 
TOTAL VDiclRlcis (Octet oo 2) Bt. © 4,198 
Source: Selma Unified School District (1982) 


B POLE 


The Selma Police Department consists of nineteen sworn police 
OLficers,. including. one chief, one Captain, four sergeants: and: six 
unsworn personnel. The present City population is estimated at 
W1,053,  clving “a ratio ore 1/2 -ortacers/PO004 population. The 
recommended ratio of police to population is 2.0 policemen per 1000 
population for” residential’ “areas; according “to the" Selma PRolaice 
Department. 


The Department operates six regular patrol cars, two of which have 
been converted to K-9 use, plus one each for the Detective and Police 
Chief. The Department also operates a three-wheeled scooter for 
parking enforcement and a small truck for animal control. 


The Department operates in three shifts: Prom *o6)00; sam. co: 43.00 
p.m; 42:00) pone cor to eU0F am. ; sand = “2: 0042 alm 9rcro} 6x00 Sta. m. 
Typically, one sergeant and two patrol officers are on duty during 
each shift. When thne™=Department” “is’-at “full” strengen, ca™ fourth 
officer may be added to a shift according to demand. During the day 
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shift, the on-duty sergeant works as a detective. One of the patrol 
officers on duty also handles stray animal problems. 


eae 


Thevetty or Selma Fire; Pepartment ts Composed priniarinky of volunteers 
organized around a core of full time firemen. “The Department has 
operategds=iror fitteenifyears, with a volunteer chick, but in- the near 
future, a full time professional chief will be retained. The total 
force consists of twenty volunteers and eleven full-time personnel, 
including three Lieutenants, five Engineers and three Firefighters. 
Additional full-time fire personnel are needed to bring Department to 
Insurance Service Office's (180) recommended strengen. 


All full-time personnel are certified emergency medical technicians. 


The Selma Fire Department operates out of two fire stations: Station 
No. l,Wtlocated on West Front yStrect,. andustacion Nos) 2, locacedson 
"AY Street. = Station No. 2 isi the headguartexs station, (see. Figure 
ARI) Be 


Equipment located at Station No. 2 includes two combination pumper 
fire trucks and two ambulances. One of the ambulances is used for 
backupf purposes only. All department communication equipment is 
based at Station No. 2. New and additional equipment is needed. 


Equipmeémt jlocated -adiegstation No. de incdudes “a combination _pumper 
truck, am improvised Tadder truck “atid an auto for the Ware Chies,. 


The City of Selma Fire Department has a mutual aid agreement with the 
Mid-Valley Fire District, the agency serving the unincorporated area 
of the Planning Area, which has two stations located near the City of 
selma., "Ones 18 "located morth of Ene cr1ey and the Gtherms locatea to 
the south, (see Figure 15-2). 


ihe selna Pire Depertmencs (Ser Oo \iamas al 8LSO Mauing Of tave: on a 
scale of ten. A rating Of five indicates a. fitty percent, deficiency 
in the Gepartment. fhe Selma Pare Depaxtment can wespond t6 a fire 


anys placeyain shenGity witchinestavye, minutesvor lecs.. 


The capacity of the community water system directly influences the 
ability of the S.F.D. to meet fire suppression water demand. While 
many factors will influence the effectiveness of a community water 
system as an aid to fighting, fines, the primary, tacters +o consider 
are space between hydrants, the output of hydrants in the area, and 
the location of the hydrants 


ThemecCity anequires ~one {fire shydvantetor-each 500: «lineal tect .in 
residential areas, and for each 300 lineal feet in commercial and 
industrial zones. The hydrants may be closer together if it is 
judged necessary. 


The S.F.D. has three classes of hydrants, described in Table 15-2; 
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TABLE 15=2 
TYPES OF HYDRANTS AND FLOW VOLUME 


Water line size 


Sebo. Hvyaorant OuEp we Ln (acttal flow will 
Classification Gal/min. (gpm) vary with pressure) 
Red under 500 gpm 4 inch or less 
Yellow 500-1000 gpm Go tach 
Green 1000 gpm or more Cinch 


*Most new 6 inch water lines will put out. 1000 gpm or more. 
Source: “City of Selma, wuly, 1os2 


Some older residential neighborhoods (west of Freeway 99) are served 
primarily with four-inch water mains. Most hydrants have a "red" or 
"vellow" rating in these areas. The water flow out of these lines in 
these neighborhoods have been marginally increased by installing new 
higher-capacity hydrants. ; 


Part of (‘the Amoaustewaly corridor, South Of | thew “Second 9Sereect 
inter-change, us ‘deficaent fin mydrants. This area has now been 
upgraded somewhat, but requires additional upgrading of the water and 
hydrant system. 


Selma's combination pumper/tanker trucks carry 500 gallons of water, 
but rely primarily “on water, Erom hyerants “te fight. fares... Hach ef 
these trucks also carry up to 1,450 feet of hose to move water from 
the hydrant to the fire. 


Ds ~SUREE Teo Guts 


Street IMights are provided by the City of Selnia and Pacitic Gas and 
Blectrac Company, and are located 300 feet apart in residential 
areas and 200 feet apart in commercial areas. 


ee RECREATION 


The Recreation Element of the Selma General Plan calls for thirteen 
acres of developed recreation land to be provided for every 1,000 
persons. The preliminary census count of the City of Selma was 
20 920" un obo30.. 


If the population grows as projected, 172.9 acres of open space land 
will be needed to serve the people of Selma in 1985. 


In 1977, the Planning Area included approximately 85 acres of public 
recreational open space, 64.8 acres of which were distributed among 
elght schools {Table 15-3). The five City parks comprised the 
remaining 20.2 acres (see Figure—15-3)....An additional 88.9 acres of 
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Open Space and Parks 15-3 


VISALIA - BAKERSFIELD 


The following are the: historical major overallgpriorities of the City 
regarding the development of Becreational Gpemmspace. “he priorities 
are declarative of City ‘policy with’) tegard ‘co (the general order jin 
which the City will pursue the acquisition and/or development of 
recreational open space facilities. 


P To acquire ‘a neighborhood park site (eight acres) on the 
northwest corner of Floral and Thompson Avenues adjacent to the 
City owned ponding basin, to develop a Master Plan for the park 
and the ponding basin to be developed as a combined facility 
(the ponding basin shall be developed as a recreational facility 
only in conjunction with the neighborhood park); and to begin 
initial development of the park. 


ote To add or modernize restrooms in Ringo Park, Sheridan Park/ 
Edgecomb Center ,).Bermuy Park, banco@ln Park, and) Brentlinger Park. 
storage ~rooms should be constructed in conjunction with the 
FesteEOomst. 


3. To acquire a neighborhood park site (5-10 acres) in northeast 
Selma; to develop a master design plan for the park, and to begin 
initial development of the park. 


4, Toytacquare a weommunsity Goark site (20=30 acres) in north 
Selma; to develop a master design plan for the park; and to begin 
initial development of the park. Acquisition and development of 
the park should "net. occur until such time as mevelopment in its 
ViCInNityswarrants. 


TABLE, 15-3 


RECREATIONAL OPEN SPACE 
AVAILABLE AT INDIVIDUAL SCHOOLS 


Total Acreage Available for 

School Acreage Recreational Use 
Eric White Lor, 010 L5o0 

Woodrow Wilson 224 8.0 

Roosevelt ih in agen 6) S70 

Jefferson (Heartland) 25.3 0 

Washington ane9 00 

Garfield 4.39 OS 

Selma High School 5 7.Oy) 113.5 

Jackson School 18.84 V3.6 

TOPAL 64.8 


Source: Aubrey Moore, Jr., Architect AIA, December 8, 1977 
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The designated location, function and improvement priorities for each 
existing and planned recreational open space facility within the 
Planning area are set forth as follows: 


Berry Park 


Ll. “sL0éation and Punction 

Berry Park (1.18 acres) is located on Second Street between 
Golden State Freeway and Whitson Boulevard, with good access to 
both. Its’ primary existing and planned function is to serve as a 
rest area for motorists traveling the Freeway. 


2. Existing Improvements 

The park has drinking water and restrooms, lighting, benches and 
picnic tables, swings and a slide, and extensive natural shading 
from mature trees. 


3. Prioritized Planned Improvements 

As’ ‘Berry "Park? sSérves' primarily as o-as rest area for, Freeway 
motorists, the City will seek the cooperation and assistance of 
the State in developing the park. 


a. <The primary required improvementawsvecomnodeuneze or ceplace 
the existing restrooms. 


b. Other needed improvements include barbecues, bicycle racks, 
horseshoe pits, and tables which are marked for checkers. 


Sal M. Salazar Park and Community Center/Edgecomb Center 


PY -Punetrvon -<and Location 

Salazar Park (2.0 acres) is located in the southern portion of 
the City at the southwest corner: of Sheridan and Valley View. 
Although Edgecomb Center is used by residents from the entire 
City fer sspecific--events, Salazar Park functions primarily as a 
neighborhood park. ‘Because of its small size, and location, its 
planned function is to remain as a neighborhood park. 


2. Existing Improvements 

The existing improvements at the park include two basketball 
courts, a lighted baseball diamond, swings, slide, climbing bar, 
wading’ pool, drinking water, minimal artificial and natural 
shading, and Edgecomb Center. 


Brent inger Park 


We <SEocation sand Function 

Brentlinger Park (10.12 acres) is located in the east-central 
partwof the City, on the scornervof :Roseand: Olive: Avenues. “Its 
existing and planned function is to serve aS a community park. 
It’ has the Pmost ¥complete ‘passive’ and “"-active “recreational 
facilities in the Planning Area. 


2. Existing Improvements 
Existing improvements include two lighted baseball diamonds with 
stands, lighted tennis courts, basketball courts, swings and 


é 3.) 


clinbing bars, ‘tot lot with wading, pool, ouvenic tables. and 
benches, barbecues, drinking water and restrooms, lighting, 
natural ‘and artificialy shading: 


3. Prioritized Planned Improvements 


a. The primary required improvement is to modernize the 
existing restrooms and to provide additional restroom facilities. 


by The second major required improvement is to improve night 
lighting, particularly \for the baseball daamonds and the one 
unlighted tennis court, and the basketball courts. 


ae Other needed improvements include parking, bicycle racks and 
benches. 


Peter Ringo Park 


ie nbeeaki onvand function 
Ringo Park (3.92 acres) is located at the southwest edge of the 
City at the Nebraska-Mitchell Street intersection. Its existing 


and planned function is to serve as a neighborhood park. 


2. Existing Improvements ; 
Existing improvements at the park include swings, a slide, 
climbing bar, “tot, Wot, pienie tables Vand "barbecues, drinking 
water, lightingy and ‘shading structurestover ther picnic areas. 


3. Prioritized Planned Improvements. 
a. The primary reguired improvement is to build restrooms. 
b.* Tennis counts: 


c. Wheelchair accesse 
North Selma Community Park (Planned) 


1. SeEUNCCION 
The function of the planned North Selma Park is to be a community 
park. ”. As'such;* 2t'rshould: be, 20=s0Nacres: inesize, 


2 MOCac Lon 
The park should be located within the general area bounded by 
McCall, Dinuba, Leonard and Manning Avenues. 


3. Prioritized Planned Improvements 
The North Selma Park should be developed according to a specific 
design plan prepared by a qualified professional. Improvements 


which should be located in the park include, but are not limited 
os 


a. Basic improvements: sprinklers, turf, landscaping, drinking 
Water, "restrooms. 


b. Active areas: tennis courts, baseball diamonds, soccer 
fields, basketball courts, par course. 
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c. Childrens" play area: tot lot, swings, slide, climbing bars, 
wading pools. 


d. Small sheltered intimate areas for rest and privacy, with 
natural and artificial shade, and benches. 


e. Large natural open areas. 


f. Facilities for the elderly: ‘walking paths, benches, checker 
tables, horseshoe pits. 


Ge »Picnic faciinties: shaded area, tables, barbecues. 


h. The existing topography and trees shall be utilized to the 
maximum extent possible in the development of this park. 


Northeast Selma Neighborhood Park(Planned) 


lewe Funceron 

Thexftuncttonm of tthe. Northeast! Selma -Park shallebe tos serve as a 
neighborhood playground. Asie-suchogi ts should woe) 5=10ivacres in 
Size? 


2? Location 
The park should be located within the general area bounded by 
McCall, Dinuba, Orange and Barbara Avenues. 


3.  Prioritized Planned Improvements. 

The Northeast Selma Neighborhood Park should be developed 
according to a specific design plan prepared by a qualified 
professional. Improvements which should be located in the park 
include, but) are not Lamited to: 


irrigationZsttust,’ Landscaping 
Playground equipment 
Restrooms and lighting 
Benches and picnic facilities. 


aaa 


W. H. Shafer Neighborhood Park (Planned) 


1s thecationyand! Punction 
The function of Shafer Park shall be to serve as a neighborhood 
playground. The proposed location for the playground is on an 


eight acre site on the northwest corner of Floral and Thompson 
Avenues, adjacent to the City owned ponding basin. Although the 
primary ofunebion pofiyithe! ponding basin! rus: toneprovider-for storm 
water disposal, it also provides open space available for 
recreational purposes. The two facilities should be jointly 
designed and developed for maximum recreational use. A portion 
of the playground section of the combined facility will also be 
used for the ponding basis as design considerations so warrant. 


2) ExistingseConditions 


Both the proposed playground site and the ponding basin are 
undeveloped. 
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3.  Prioritized Planned Improvements 

The Shafer Park/Ponding Basin should be developed according to a 
specific design plan prepared by a qualified professional. 
Improvements which should be located in the park should include, 
but need not be limited to: 


aaa Leragation, tung, landscaping 
b. Playgound equipment 
e.4VRestrooms, ands lighting 

d-me Benches: and picnics faciimeves 


e. Soccer and baseball fields. 


Rockwell Pond 


iv seLO¢abion and Function 

Rockwell Pond is a triangular area generally located between 
Freeway 99, Floral Avenue and DeWolf Avenue. It is designed as a 
Regional Park on the Selma General Plan. Because Rockwell Pond 
WOULGTP Serves easy vam Tegvonal® “HaciiatyyeeLe es Shou Ldsoss Olnt Ly 
developed by theCity andsfresno County: 


Zo Bxustang Conditions 
Rockwell Pond is a groundwater recharge facility owned and 
operated by the Consolidated Irrigation District. 


3. Prioritized Planned Improvements 
An improvement program for Rockwell Pond should be jointly 
developed by the City and Fresno County. 


Schools 


iva, BUNCE TOn 

There are “Gignt’ Ssehools threughouwt the sCitys |) Mheivr playgrounds 
are available for recreational use during non-school hours, on 
weekends, and during the summer. Their primary recreational 
function is to provide “Spacey for active recreational pursuits 
during non-school hours. 


2. Existing Improvements 

EMpEOVeMents sat Vany, -partveulareseno0 Wavarvyacwihtn their size and 
needs of the school. The = may include one or more of the 
following: elementary school playground equipment, baseball, 


volleyball, basketball) seccers Piootbal Wy tent stcourts),. swimming 
pool, wading pool, putting green and track. However, the schools 
lack shading, restrooms available during non-school hours, and 
picnicKkiacvinei es 


3. Improvements 

Although=: the "Selmas School Wastrickheiasstresponsiblie “for any 
improvements on its property, the: ‘City: should participate with 
the School District in the development of any recreational open 
space facilities which would benefit both entities. One such 
JOINSTCLty=School ODisthict progects whiche@iserecommendedd@ is the 
development of a neighborhood park at Jackson School on property 
not required for school purposes. 
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Pioneer Village 


Tee Function: 

Pioneer Village (8.15 acres) is located between Golden State 
Boulevard and Freeway 99, west of Highland Avenue. The function 
of the Village is to serve as a historical and ‘recreational 
GBacility. 


2s WebStind Conditions. 
Several historical buildings have been moved to the site and the 
village is complete and available for use. 


3. Prioritized Planned Improvements. 
Pioneer Village should be developed in conformance with a Master 
Plan approved by the City, and in accordance with the provisions 
of the Pioneer Village Zone District. 
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CHAPTER SIXTEEN 
UTILITIES 


The  s:OllLOwiliG OUEDIlt Lee = DEOV Ide ser Vice uOrecne: rea Tdcies , aiid 
businesses of Selma: 


Water: California Water Service Company (Cal Water), and 
Wesmilton Water Company 


Sanitation: Selma-Kingsburg-Fowler County Sanitation (SKF) 


Natural Gas: Pacific Gas and Electrie-Company (PG&E), Southern 
California Gas Company 


Slecthrver um: Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 

Telephone: Pacific Telephone 

Solid Waste: Browning-Ferris Industries (private carrier) 

Storm Drainage: City of Selma; Consolidated Irrigation District 
(CID) 

Lr Gace LOM + Consoladated Drrigation DistrLu]et: (CID) 

Cable Television: ‘Group W Cable, Ine. 

A. WATER 


The area within the City is served by the California Water Service 
Company (Cal Water), and partially by the Wesmilton Water System. If 
is a-yrequirement .of “the City's Subdivision Ordinance that Cal Water 
provide all of the domestic water supply to the City. Residents in 
the northwest. portion ‘of the @blanning ~Area are psernved, by, ehe 
Wesmilton Water Company (see Figure 16-1). 


Cal Water Hactactotal of 13° wells which they operate and maintain in 
conjunction with the distribution system. Estimated combined pumping 
capacity of these thirteen wells is estimated to be 10,900 gallons 
per minute (gpm). Cal Water records show that Selma's peak day 
consumption to be 706 gallons per capita per day (gpcd) and the 
average to be. 343 gped. | Histonical wdaca.s indicate jthat.the company 
can expand the system in response to new developments. 


The Wesmilton Water System District covers about, 1.5 square miles in 
the northwest part of Selma. The private company currently has 265 
service connections and provides water at a rate of 1/700 
gallons/minute from three wells. Ine order to» meet. current City 
standards, capacity in Wesmilton's service area would have to be 
increased, to 3210. gallons/minute.. @his» figure .vs; broken down into 
peak day and fire demand as follows: 
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Service Area 


Peak Day Demand 710 gpm 
Fire Flow Demand 2,500 Gpm 
37 210gpm 


The fire flow demand of 2500 gpm is that recommended by the Insurance 
Services Office for multi-level and multi-family structures. In 
order to meet Selma's water delivery standard of 3210 gpm, service 
pressure to this area would have to be increased over 50 percent. 


The™ Department ob” Health wService .recently. found “that. cher three 
existing Wesmilton wells were contaminated by the pesticide D.B.C.P. 
(1, 2 debromo - 3 chloro-propane). The three wells in question had 
concentrations of DiB.C.P. “inwexcess of ‘the maximum 7 spb (parts-per- 
billion), “action level” Set by, the Calafornia State’ Depamtment of 
Health. Water with a concentration exceeding the lppb "action level" 
is believed to pose a definite health risk to humans. At present, 
state and federal policy allow the usage of water having D.B.C.P. in 
excess of 1 ppb, so long as customers are notified of the risk. The 
only reasonable, long-term solution to the problem is to tap an 
uncontaminated aquifier or filter the water by using carbon filters. 


B. WASTE WATER TREATMENT 


The Selma-Kingsburg-Fowler County Sanitation District (SKF) was 
formed in 1971. Construction of the regional waste-water treatment 
facilities began in 1973, and they were completed and became 
operational in) March, 1975..." Shortly fatver beginning operatrons, the 
plan faced the heavy summer food processing season and it was 
disceveredsthate the facility had ansutficitent aerator “Capacity to 
satisfy the high organic waste loads generated by these industries. 


Current =low capacity tee 6.25 mieliion Poallons pen? day? “madjiy BOD 
(biochemical oxygen demand, 5-day, 20°C) capacity is 67,000 lb/day. 
A. proccam .to,/expands “capacity (tome lO. mod Gnew 1044000 Ib/day, 
respectively, has already been completed. 


The Districtwas serving: fittecniaindustrial “users, 7,378, residential 
unit. equivalents; six Jaundromats! and #24 \srestaurants. In the peak 
season, “ihdustrial users contribute S.4.mgd,/wor 52, percene: of flow, 
and 84,252 lb/day of BOD., 94 percent of the daily BOD. received by 
the treatment facility during the peak season. The “remainder is 
contributed by commercial and residential users. 


According to figures submitted to the SKF Board of Directors in June, 
1980, 3,251 (44 percent) of all served residential units were in 
Selma. The total, flow contributed iby Selma residential “users; 
therefore) tistestimated (tos pesc2Z.oe mod. Non-industrial users 
contribute a very small proportion of BOD. LOuthe, Facility. 


The recently completed plant expansion will bring the facility up to 
its original design capacity. This capacity is projected to provide 
service to the existing industrial users and a population of 24,000 
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persons within the District. Assuming that no more industries will 
be served by the District,fatovualsmie 5300 additional people can be 
served by the district's expanded capacity. 


Based on current available information, capacity of the sewerage 
within the. District ,wiias however, presents as «constraint-jon 
residential growth during the planning period. Industrial 
development that occurs along the Selma-Kingsburg-Fowler Industrial 
Corridor will be dependent on the provision of additional, adequate 
sewerage. Further treatment plant expansion, as well, will be needed 
within the 20-year planning period to enable any new major industrial 
users to come on-line at SKF. 


C. NATURAL GAS AND ELECTRICITY 


Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) provides the electricity for 
the entire Selma’ ‘Planning Area and: gas: to)the northern Selma-area. 
The Southern California Gas Company provides natural gas service to 
residents located east, west and south of Selma. PG&E can and will 
provide electricaltservicerto any: location within theoplannings area. 


PG&E requires 8-12 weeks of lead time on normal construction 
projects. This normally does not present a problem to consumers 
because work is generally done between the time that a tentative 
subdivision map is approved by the city and the final map is recorded 
with Fresno County. 


The only situation in “which PGsE «could not provide services to a 
customer within its boundaries would be if no utility easement could 
be obtained to reach the property.si This) would, result.ins construction 
delays and increased lead time to serve the property. 


Southern California Gas Company reports no problems in meeting demand 
in its service area. 


D2" ST ELEPHONE 


Pacific Telephone Company holds a franchise £0 “operate within the 
Statessof Cadafornia: The Public Utilities Commission: governs 
provision of telephone service to the area in and around Selma. It 
is® the .<companyris qpolicy) “(pursuant Stoarthe- franchise)» -to«<:provide 
service anywhere on demand. 


The City of Selma provides the phone company with all subdivision 
maps and other types of site plans filed with the City. The phone 
company is usually made aware of any substantial development from six 
months to one year before time to arrange for service. 


When a new development is constructed, the developer is required to 
provide the trenching for the line. The phone company provides the 
materials and does all installation work. 


In general, Pacific Telephone Company has not had any problems 
meeting demand in the Planning Area. 
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E. SOLID WASTE 


The Browning-Ferris Industries collects Selma's solid waste on a 
contract basis and disposes of it at either the Chestnut Avenue, 
Orange Avenue or Southeast Regional sites. 


Sanitary landfill is currently the only method of refuse disposal 
aiioweds an Fresno County taethisi time. abandsill asitesware hitilang 
rapidly and the County is seeking solutions to this disposal problem. 


F. STORM DRAINAGE 


The Citys currently uses Consolidated @iilrrigation Districts (CID) 
irrigation channels: and ponding) basins: (both City and CID owned) for 
storm drainage. Storm water is pumped into the Centerville and 
Kingsburg canal, located approximately one mile east of the site for 
transport out of the City, and diverted into several CID ponding 
Bass.) In addition to the tdvenosale of istonim waterye this yallowsmehe 
collected frunoft. stowmercolate: imto sthes “grounds rand > recharge the 
groundwater reservoir, a primary function of the basins. 


Thencuty' Ss design Toniteriaa for tthe scapacity solfjysstorm: drainesystems 
are as follows: 


Storm Frequency of 


Use Recurrence (years) 
Residential Collection Facilities 2 
Outlying Commercial and Industrial 5 
Central Commercial 10 
Ponding Basins 50 (does not include 
percolation) 


Using these ‘criteria and other applacable design tactors, the City 
completed its "“Urbanizing Area Master Plan for Storm Drainage" in 
1982, which now directs future drainage projects. 


G IRRIGATION 


Terigation  waterivis- provided #bystheviCib,) wand augmented . by yea, few 
private wells. Five CID axrigation candlsiyserver ther PidannangrArea: 
the Fowler-Switch canal, Walnut ditch, Hammer Ditch, Selma Ditch and 
Warner Ditch. 


CID also operates a groundwater recharge basin within the Planning 
Area. Whenever ‘excessowater is: avarlable, 16 issdiverted) into« this 
basin to percolate into the ground and replenish the groundwater 
reservoir. Although the groundwater basin is currently in overdraft, 
CID has been reasonably effective in maintaining groundwater levels 
via its network of recharge basins. 


As’ the demand’ on ethespondingm basins dis snot, predictabiega.-GiID, has 
indicated that dual use of the recharge basins for community parks, 
as’ proposed by the City’s Recreation Element, 1s not acceptable, 
primarily due to potential liability problems. . 
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CHAPTER SEVENTEEN 


HUMAN HEALTH 


Table 17-1 tabulates the number of physicians in the Selma Planning 
AYGasDvsSpecidaltiv a AS chown by. the. Table, there sare a total of. 20 
physicians, in. the. Planning ~Area, a -ratio~. Of approximately . 16 
physicians per thousand population. 


TAB Ey leh=a 


1982 RESIDENT PHYSICIANS 


Specialty Number 
Family Practice 25 
Internal Medicine ak 
Surgery (General) i 
Obstetrics and Gynecology 2 
Pediatrics 1 

TOTAL 20 

Source: (Selma District Hospital 


In addition to the resident physicians, residents of Selma have easy 
access to physicians «in both Visalia and Fresno, each Jess “than 
one-half hour's driving time. 


The Selma District Hospital is the short-term acute care facility 
serving the Selma area. In 1982 there was a total licensed capacity 
of 65 beds, with the average daily occupancy being 25.6 beds. The 
hospital also provides outpatient and emergency medical service. 


48 


CHAPTER EIGHTEEN 


AESTHETICS 


The Gity has no single dominant’ natural aesthetic’ feature. Being a 
Valley community ~loCcated in the "tundra "porcvone ote tie Valleys it 
does not have prominent waterways, water bodies or physical land 
masses, woich usually endow a commltniey wren @ts natural “aesthetic" 
quality. However, some portions of the "built" environment, over the 
years, Nave -achieved-a~ high -acsthetLcuquality. ConmewonsmoteMcCal 1 
Avenue and Nebraska Avenue provide typical examples of some of the 
shade-covered roadways in Selma. 


Since there are no prominent natural features in Selma which provide 
actual “aesthetic relier, the acsthetic (quality Of athe. environment is 
heavily dependent on the provisions of, and maintenance of, man-made 
improvements such as parks, landscaping; ) lend use buffers, and 
attractive streetscapes. 
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CHAPTER NINETEEN 


CULTURAL RESOURCES 


Archival research of ethno-historical records indicate that Selma was 
not the home range for any known Native American groups. fThe area 
appears to be between the territories of the Wechihit Yokuts and the 
Wimilohy Yokuts; = the isformer Stribers occupying) the’ northisbanks/of, the 
Kings River around Sanger, Centerville and Reedley. The latter tribe 


inhabited the area around Laton, also on the north bank of the Kings 
River. 


Buildings of historic or architectural value are scattered throughout 
the community; some, along with historical memorabilia, are also on 
display at the Pioneer Village Historical Museum. 
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CHAPTER TWENTY 


ECONOMIC RESOURCES 


The combination of” Level,® fertile, soilsitsand ja slong growing! season 
makes ‘agriculture “thes!primary — ‘economicwractivity for) the , segion. 
Approximately .3',7 30) acres; ors 8apercentyor whe Aandsine thie Planning 
Area, * iss Geilized ifom, agziculturalse production. Principalseacrops 
include raisin grapes, nectarines, plums and peaches, all of which 
are dependent, Om irrigation. Selma is known as the “Raisin (Capital 
of the World’ accounting -for more than) 95) percent, core the mational 
raisin production. 


Agricultural is alsoWthe basis? for mostiof <Selmals industries. ,f0f 
the total 2,500 persons employed on a seasonal basis, at least 1,949, 
78 per cent, were employed directly by agriculture-related 
industries: Of thee ,OL2) permanent, sposs tions, 3/1. hho, were 
directly employed by agriculture. 


Selma historically experienced a decline in the number of residents 
employed in the City, indicating that more workers are gppcheo 
commuting to jobs outside the Planning Area. 


By category of employment, growth of Planning Area employment has 
been in professional, technical and clerical trades; declines have 
been recorded in ‘sales,  cratts, end related industries. Available 
data do not permit an accurate tabulation of employment by consistent 
category for comparative analysis. 


Selma has, historically, maintained an enviable second place to the 
City of Fresno in per capita sales volume among Fresno County cities. 
Taxable retail sales an 1981] were S/4 million, a 102 percent increase 
over 1975 sales volumes, exceeding the average increase of 92 percent 
experienced in Fresno County during the same period. These high 
per-capita sales figures ane — primarily ateribitabie “to” “the 
disporportionate high amount of auto sales in the Selma area. 


The Golden State Industrial Corridor, the major existing and planned 
industrial area in the Planning Area, is encompassed within the 
spheres of influence of three cities--Seima, Kingsburg and’ Fowler. 
The entire ‘corrider 1s ‘also within the S=K-F County Sanitation 
District boundaries. Proximity to sewer facilities and direct access 
to several major transportation systems make this corridor a prime 
area for industrial development. Plans to ensure compatible 
development have been established. 


Specific boundaries have been established for the Golden State 
Industrial Corridor. Applications for development within this area 
are referred to ‘the “city “within “whose “sphere of anfluence the 
property affected by the application lies. 22 the sproperty is not 
readily annexable, the application will be referred to Fresno County. 
Approval may require stipulation by the appropriate agency that 
necessary sanitation service will be provided or that such service is 
not necessary. 


eel 


The objectives which guide development in this area are: 


O 


Encourage industrial development within existing cities, where 
the extensive system of necessary urban services are available; 


Plan for industrial development in the Golden State Industrial 
Corridor to maximize appropriate use of transportation facilities 
and LO uinsure the availability and use of the public’ facilities 
and services noted above; 


Maintain agricultural productivity until conversion to industry 
is made; and 


Limit ‘the corridor) to” propertiess Tying. eastirot Freeway 99, 
maintaining agriculture west of the freeway. 


Implementation of this plan is provided through zoning. Presently 
undeveloped areas are preserved for future intensive development by 
permitting Limited=agricultural. activities on parcels of at least 20 
acres in size. 


Existing industrial uses within Selma are listed on Table 20-1. 
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TABLE 20-1 


INDUSTRIES IN SELMA 


Employees 

Employees residing 

Company Product Permanent Seasonal in Selma 
American Raisin 

Packers Raisins 6 6 2 
Anthony Williams Garments Y; 7 
Bennett & Bennett Conecrece 

Pipe na na na 
Blocklite Masonry 

blocks BAS) 2) 
Diamond Meat Co. Meat 198 198 
Fresno Valves & Valves & 

Castings castings 85 85 aids) 
Guardian Industries Glass 242 242 46 
Jacobsen Trailer Teaser as IRS! 

L & H Manufacturing Farm mach- 

inery pe 20 
Manlift Machinery 415 415 62 
Pyramid Packing Raisins 30 60 
Quinn Company BRP) 8 Ths) 28 
Sunmaid Raisins Raisins 500 1000 
Upright Basin Li 

Harvester plements 22 V2 
West Coast Raisins 

Growers Loew 25 

TOTAL Re) 2500 
Source: Selma Planning Department, 1982 


Selma District Chamber of Commerce 
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Listed below are reference documents that were utilized in the 
PESparacion vot cis = report, References used for more than one 
category, or ones that were used as background support documents, are 
listed in the "general" category; otherwise, references are listed by 
Chapter-specific subject areas. 


GENERAL 


Quinton-Budlong. LOTS. Regional Conservation Element and 
Environmental Resource Information Base, Volume One, Summary Report. 
Fresno, CA: Council of Fresno County Governments. 


California, State "or; Office of Planning and’*Research, 1982)t@eneral 
Plan Guidelines, Sacramento, CA. 


Cali fornia;—-Stavce—-oOL:-Otfice. of Planning and-Research.-9-1981.-. 
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Fresno, CA: Council of Fresno County Governments. 
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Project. Hrecno ica California state University, 


Center Tor Urbanrand—Regional—otud@tes’. risa. erty of ssc lma“Land-Use 


Element; Background Study: Services and Land availability. Selma, 


CA: Selma City Planning Department. 


Consultive Planners. 97 Sk, Environmental Impact Disclosure 
stavement For TheswWest side Planning Group. “FPresno;, ‘CA. 


Consultive Planners. 1979. McCall Avenue Specific Plan.” “Selma, CA: 
Selma City Planning Department. 


Council of Fresno County Governments. 1980. Draft Regional Land Use 
Element. Fresno, CA. 


Council of Fresno County Governments. LISis —Corridor Analysis of 
Golden State Boulevard from Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area to 
Kingsburg. Fresno, CA: Fresno County Department of Public Works. 


Conway, Christopher L. 1980. Supplemental Report on City of Selma 
Environmental Impact Committee No. 80-247 for General Plan Amendment, 
Annexation and Reorganization, Prezoning, Tentative Tract Map and 
Site Plangkeview. 6° Clovis CAs Blair =Chirch=and 1s) ynn. 


Downtown Improvement Committee. iW Ash Downtown Selma Development 
Study. Selma, CA: Selma Chamber of Commerce. 


ENVICOM Corporation. 1981. Final Environmental Impact Report, 
Dinuba-Thompson District Reorganization. Calabasas, CA. 
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Fresno County Planning Department. 1975. The Environment of Fresno 
County. Fresno, CA. 


Grunwald, Crawford & Associates. TIRSASES Preliminary Drart 
Environmental Impact REDOLE: Dinuba/Thompson Drstrict 


Reorganization. Hantord7 = CA. 


Hodges @ Shutt. 1962. Bresno (CountyveAlTr pores mous Use elOLiCveaelan 
Study; Work Paper 3, Recommended Policy Plan and Its Consistency with 


Local General Plans. PLresno,. | ICA): Camncad” “olLwebresno County 
Governments. 


PlIInoOUs,) UUNIVeLSity (Of. LOGS\. Prancipane sande Practice of Urban 
Planning. Washington, Des Cas International City Managers 
Association. 

Oakes, James, AIA. 1981. Environmental Assessment: Pioneer Square 


Shopping Center. #resno,. CA; 


Planning*Associates., 1979. Selma-Pioneer Village; An Application. to 
the National Endowment for the Arts; Architecture, Planning and 


Design Program. Merced, CA. 


Selma, City Of .90h964.-5 General Pitan) fon Seima,, Calrsornia. 
Selmar. (iscy, oO. LOSI. Site Development Standards Manual. Selma, 


CA: Selma City Planning Department. 


Selma, City of. 1982. Local Guidelines Implementing The California 
Environmental Quality Act. Selma, CA: Selma” City Planning 


Department. 


Sea Mae wGrstye Olt. 1982. Northwest Specific Plan. Seimay *CA:=-Seima 
City Planning Department. 


Selma Parks and Recreation Commission. TESTA a Selma Recreational 
Open Space Master Plan. Fresno, CA: Consultive Planners. 
EARTH 


Huntington, ‘Gordon: L. SOlLWmOUnVe yesOt  tehe. Baseer ny Beesnos Area, 
California.’ WUNEVeErSIty voneCa la torn itary 


AIR 


Fresno County. LO TiO.e LO7 ee NonsACtaIimency Plane orm resto: (County. 
Fresno, CA. 


WATER 


McGlasson & Associates. Lo 3. Urbanizing Area Master Plan for Storm 


Drainage. Fresno, CA. 


McGlasson & Associates. EOS Urbanizing Area Master=Pian-for- Storm 
Drainage. Fresno, ]Gr. 
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Seima,yiCisty sot: b9O74. Hydrolo of F.I.A. Designated Flood Hazard 


Areas #H0O1 & 02 in the City (or Selma; Calatornia, 


State Water Resources Control Board. Water Quality Control Plan 
Report, Tulare Lake Basin (5D) (Preliminary). 


NOISE 


Council of Fresno County Governments. 1975. Regional Noise Element. 
Fresno, CA. 


Office of Noise Control, 1976. Noise Element Guidelines, Sacramento, 
CAs “State 7OriCa le rornaar 


LAND USE 


Council of Fresno County Governments. Lois Regional Open Space 
Plan, Update 19/5. Jpresno,,. CA, 


Hodges & Shutt. 1982. Fresno County Airports Land Use Policy Plan 
Study, Work Paper 2, Compatibilit Considerations; Fresno, CA: 
Council of Fresno County Governments. 


RISK OF UPSET 


Tulare County Association of Governments. 1974. Summary and Policy 
Recommendations for the Five County Seismic Safety Element for the 
General Plans of Fresno, Kings, Madera, Mariposa and Tulare Counties 
and their Respective Incorporated Cities. Vise laa CA Tulare 
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TRANSPORTION/CIRCULATION 


Council of Fresno County? Governments? TOS A Fresno Regional 
Bikeways Plan. Fresno, CA. 


Council of Fresno County Governments. 1981. Fresno Regional Airport 


system Plan. Fresno, CA. 
Highway Research Board. INS ahene Highway Capacity Manual, Special 


Report .3/.— Washington, | Dic. 

Hodges © Shutt.§ 196i. ~Fresno, County Airports Land Use Policy Plan 
study; Work Paper I, Enventory of -Alrports; (Fresno; CA: Councis “or 
Fresno County Governments. 


Selma, City of. 1980. Interim Circulation Element of the General 
Plan. Selma, CA: Selma City Planning Department. 


Tammen, Johnson, Kinzel and Mimiaga. LORS: City. ©f Selma, Street 
Improvement Priority Study. Walnut Creek, CA. 
Tammen, Johnson, Kinzel and Mimiaga. LgS0 Analysis of Problem 
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Tammen, Johnson, Kinzel and Mimiaga. 1980. 
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PUBLIC SERVICES 
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7 


fe PoP EN lex A 


INITIAL “STUDY 


NOTICE OF PREPARATION 


NOTICE OF COMPLETION 


NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 


NOTICE OF CONSULTATION 


ii a ~~ 


n ir a da a i 


at 7 7 a a ; aa 7 7 
ie | ee : an re ee oe 
ep 3 


bide ae 


Cl Teo Pearle 
INITIAL STUDY 


NOTE: Includes required information for filing of a Negative 
Declaration 


EIC NO: 82-328 DATE: August 4, 1982 
PROJECT NAME: General Plan Amendment No. 82-52 (General Plan Update) 


APPLICANT(S) NAME: City of Selma 


SUBSEQUENT .PERMITS. TOsSBE) 2SSUBDs 
LEAD AGENCY: 
Tee ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
(Explanations of all "yes" and "maybe" answers are included in 


Secetron 10.) 


YES MAYBE NO 
A. Barth. Wiliothet proposal result ans 


1. Unstable earth conditions or in 
changes in geologic substructions? X 


2. Disruptions, displacements, 
compaction or overcovering of the 
soil? x 


3. Change in topography or ground 
surface relief features ? 4 


4. The destruction, covering .or 
modification of any unique geologic 
or physical features? X 


5.26 AnY increase. in wind jor water 
eCTrosionror -sorls jterther on or -ocff 
the site? X 


6. Changes in deposition or erosion 

of beach sands, or changes in 

siltation, deposition or erosion 

which may modify the channel of a 

river or stream or the bed of the 

ocean or any bay, inlet or lake? X 


7.  CEXposutre! ofepeopleor*property.to 

geologic hazards such as earthquakes, 

landslides, mud slides, ground failure, 

or Similar hazards? X 


i —_ 
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B. 


Air. Will the proposal result in: 


1. Substantial air emassvons or 
deterioration of ambient air quality? 


2. The creation of objectionable 
odors? 


3. Alteration of air movement, 
MOLSbtUre Or temperature, “or any 
change in climate, either locally or 
regionally? 


Water. Will the proposal result in: 


1. Changes in currents, or the 
course or direction of water 
movements, in either marine or fresh 
waters? 


2. Changes in absorption rates, 
drainage patterns, or the rate and 
amount of surface water runoff? 


3. Alteratvonsl to: the course! or fiow 
of flood waters? 


4. Change in the amount of surface 
water in any water body? 


5. Discharge into surraccmwaters,. or 
in any -“alteratrvonioimsuriace water 
quality, includingubucG norm vedio 
temperature, dissolved oxygen or 
turbidrtey,2Z 


6. Alteration of “hetdirectiron zor 
rate of flow of groundwaters? 


7. Change im thesquantity 2eoneg round-— 


water, either through direct additions 
or withdrawals, or through interception 


of an aquifer by cuts or excavations? 


8. Substantial reduction in the amount 
of water otherwise available for public 


water supplies? 


9. “Exposure ot people or property .to 


water related hazards such as flooding 


or tidal waves? 
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MAYBE 


|3 
— a 


i 


* 


YES MAYBE NC 
D.! Plantiulate wl Wilimthet proposal result in: 


1, “Change in the diversity of species, 

or number of any species of plants 

(including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, 

microflora and aquatic plants)? X 


2. Reduction of the numbers of any 
unique, rare or endangered species of 
plants? Xx 


390. Introductions ofemewasa Species; of 

plants into an area, or in a barrier 

to the normal replenishment of existing 

species? Xx 


4. Reduction in acreage of any 
agricultural crop: X 


E. Animal Life. Will the proposal result, in: 


1. Change in the/diversity jof species, 

or numbers of any species of animals 

(birds, land animals including reptiles, 

fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, 

inseces: or! microfauna)? x 


2. Reduction of the numbers of any 
unique, rare or endangered species of 
animals? x 


3. Introduction of new species of 

animals -intovanvareayrornimmesultlinva 

barrier to the migration or movement 

of animals? x 


AS Metertoracion to existing fish or 
wildlife habitat? X 


F. Noise. Will the proposal result in: 


1. Increase in existing noise levels? X 


2. “Exposure of people to severe noise 
levels? X 


G.. Lighttand°Glarestowill the proposalproduce new light or 
glare? 
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J. 


Ko 


distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population o 
an area? X 


Nines 


create a demand for additional housing? 


M. 


Land Use. Will the proposal result in: 


1. A substantial alteration of the 
present or planned land use of an 
area? x 


2. Conflicts#with adoptedilandsuse 
policy for thesarea: inswhich it is 


planned? X t 


3. Convert™primevagriculturaigtand to 
non-agricultural use or impair the 

agricultural productivity of prime 

agricultural land? x 


Natural Resourcasss eWills thei proposal result in: 


1. Increase in the rate of use of any 


natural resources? x f 


2. Substantial depletion of any 
non-renewable natural resource? 


3.2 Signi fr cantchanges inthe 
temperature, flow, or chemical content 
of surface thermal springs? 


Risk of Upset. Will thenproposal) result in: 


1, “A wisk Of sam explosion or the 
release of hazardous substances 
(Including »Sbutimnot limited ato, coins, 
pesticides, chemicals or radiation) in 
the event of an accident or upset 
conditions? 


2. Possible interference with an 
emergency response plan or an emergency 
evacuation plan? 


Population. Will the proposal alter the location, 


Housing. Will the proposal affect existing housing, or 
X 


Transportation/Circulation. Will the proposal result in: 


le” +Generatron ofesubstantiat 


additional vehicular movement? X 
2. Effects on existing parking 
facilities, or demand for new parking? x 
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N. 


0% 


YES 
3s -Substantial “impact upon “existing 
transportation systems? 


4. Alterations to present patterns or 
circulation or movement of people 
and/or goods? 


5. Alterations to waterborne, rail or 
ater strartlic? 


6. “increase 1ntrafiic nazardseto 
motor vehicles, bicyclists or 
pedestrians? 


MAYBE NO 
X ae 
X ——$_———___ 

ee xX 

Eee. 


Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect upon, or 
result in a need for new or altered governmental 
of the following areas: 


1 “Fire™protection? xX 


2. Police protection? X 


so (schools: 


45-6 *Parks*or other recreational 
facilities? 


5. Maintenance of public facilities, 
including roads. X 


6. Other governmental services? X 


Energy. Will "tne proposal resultam: 


1. Use of substantial amount of fuel 
Omeenergy? 

2. Substantial increase in demand upon 
existing sources of energy, or require 
the development of new sources of 
energy? 


3. Total estimated darly trips. to: be 
generated by the project and the 
additional energy consumed per trip 
by mode. 


4. The project's projected transport- 

ation energy use requirements and its 
overall use of efficient transportation 
alternatives. (To 
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services in an: 


be addressed) 


YES MAYBE NO 
P. Utilities. Will the proposal result in a need for new 
systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities: 


1. Power or naturakegas? Xx 
2. Communications systems? Xx 
3. Water? X 
4. Sewer or septic tanks? X 
5. Storm water drainage? X 
6. Solid waste and disposal? X 


Q. Human Health. Will the proposal result in: 


1. Creation of any health hazard or 
potential health hazard (excluding 
mental health) ? 


2. Exposure of people to potential 
health hazards? 


3. Create a potential public health 
hazard or involve the use in production 
or disposal of materials which pose a 
hazard to people or animal or plant 
population in the area affected? 


ae ge a 


a 


R.. Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in. the ebstruction of 
any scenicyvista or view open tomthe public, or will the 


proposal result in the creation of an aesthetically offensive { 
site open to public view? X 
S. Recreation. Will the proposal result in an impact upon “ee 
quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities? 
Xx 
T. Cultural Resources. Will the proposal result in: a 
1. Alteration ot cor the destruction ; 
of a prehistoric, Omshistoric arnch- a 
aeological site? X 
2. Adverse physical or aesthetic 
effects; to a. prehistoricor historic | 
building, sseeuctune, somnsoo ject? Xx 
3. Potential to cause a physical lq 
change which would affect unique 
ethnic cultural values: Xx 
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TTT: 


YES MAYBE NO 
4. Restrict existing religious or 
sacred uses within the potential impact 
area? X 


MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 


A. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality 
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drcep 
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? me. 


B. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, 
to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A 
short-term impact on the environment is one which occurs ina 
relatively brief, definitive period of time while long-term 
impacts will endure well into the future). X 


C. Does the project have impacts which are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (A project may impact 
on two or more separate resources where the impact on each 
resource is relatively small, but where the effect of the total 
of those impacts on the environment is significant.) 

xX 


D. Does the project have environmental effects which will caus> 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? X 


E. Does the project disrupt or adversely affect a prehistoric 
or Nistorzic archaeological Site™or awproperty of historic or 
cultural weiqnitscance to.4a community or *ethnic or social ‘group; 
or a paleontological site except as a part of a scientific 
study? 


DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 
ALM SPro j}ectwloesecription (brief )*s 


See attached. 


B. Mitigation Measures (may be attached to this Study 
separately): 
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TVs. 


Date: 


4/82 


C. Other Relevant Information (may be attached to this Study i 
separately): 

Impacts are to be evaluated and discussed in the framework 
of "service level commitments" needed in order to satisfy 
growth/development alternatives presented. An Environmental 


Impact Report will be prepared and will concentrate upon the 
environmental effects of the General Plan Update on the existin 
environment.. Portions of the EIR will be ®contained in the : | 
General Plan document, as permitted by law. 


D. Comments Received (may be attached to this Study 
separately): 


DETERMINATION 1 


(To be completed by the Responsible Official, on behalf of the 
Environmental Impact Review Committee) 


On the basis of this initial evaluation: 


It is found that the proposed project COULD NOT have a 
ei Significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 


It is found that although the proposed project could have a 
significant effect on the environment, there will not be a 
Significant effectjinm thisieasesbecause  Chesymitigation 
measures described on an attached sheet have been added to 
the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED. 


It is found that the proposed project MAY have a significant 


[ x] effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT is required. 


August 4,) 1982 Signacure’ 


For: Envix@nmental Impact Review Committee 
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CITY OF SELMA 
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 1982-85 


PROJECT DESCRIPTION 


EXISTING SETTING 


The City of Selma is located in the central part of Fresno County 
in the flat San Joaquin Valley, about 15 miles southeast of the 
Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area (See Location Map). Agriculture 
and related commerce contribute significantly to the local 
economy. Current estimated population of the City is 11,653, or 
approximately two percent of the total Fresno County population, 
which is estimated at 533,124. This .reflects a 56 percent 
increase in City population from the 1970 population of 7,459 
(California State Department of Finance, April 1982). 


Approximately 6,404 acres lie within the Selma Sphere of 
intTuenceande:27 013 “ecres; wathing the, .City Limits, Jas of July 
1982, The urban area includes a combination of residential, 
commercial, industrial, recreational and public lands, with 
approximately 41% residential, 19% commercial, 3% industrial, 43% 
recreation and 33% public uses (Selma City Planning Department, 
Land Use Survey, June 30, 1982). Large amounts of the area 
between the city limits and the Sphere of Influence boundary are 
in prime agricultural lands and are largely uncommitted to 
development at this time. Area within the Sphere of Influence is 
resérved for future urban uses. 


The topography is generally flat and without significant natural 
features. The soils are of alluvial origin, predominantly sands 
and sandy loams with good drainage and permeability 
characteristics, ideal for agriculture and well suited for urban 
uses. \@Theyrclimate: cis :ssemisarid,ywith long hot dry summers and 
mild winters which average 82 degrees in summer and 42 degrees in 
winter. Rainfadlefaverages. 11). 14.) inches, :per year. The City 
derives its water supply from 16 wells and has a community sewer 
system operated by the Selma-Kingsburg-Fowler County Sanitation 
District. This system serves the three cities and the County 
unincorporated territory. 


The major transportation arteries serving this community are U.S. 
Route 99, running northwest and southeast, parallel to the 
Southern Pacific Railroad which diagonally bisects the urban 
portion of the planning area. 


PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
This General Plan sUpdate is “composed of several required 
Elements, “Including (land Use, Circulation, Conservation/Open 


Space, and Scenic Highways. Other required Elements include 
Housing (adopted 1981), Seismic Safety (1974), Safety (1974), 
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and Noise (update in progress). Nonmandated, but adopted 
Elements include Recreation (1977). “andis Public” Facalities 
(amended 1979 to include future school sites and in 1982 to 
include the Urbanizing Area Master Plan for Storm Drainage). 
Optional Elements such as Public Facilities and Recreation will 
be partially addressed in this update, in order to assure 
consistency and comprehensiveness in the General Plan program of 
the City, 


The intent of ‘the “update is “not» "to simply @meestructuze the 
existing Selma General Plan, but rather to combine specific 
components of the existing Plan Elements with evolving citizen 
goals and objectives and work towards a more ffective and 
responsive administration of the Plan on a day-to-day basis. 
This approach implies that broad issues must be identified which 
deal with growth and development, the need for environmental 
protection, and other ‘requirements “contained, in =State Law, as 
well as the unique values and preferences of the community. 


The "planning area" is based on defined neighborhood boundaries 
which correspond, in part, to identified neighborhoods in the 
City's Housing Element of the General Plan and the adopted grid 
system’ for major streets.s°fhe policy of thenCityetspto-plan on 
the basis of square mile grids corresponding to arterial streets, 
both existing and planned, and in conjunction with aerial photo 
overlays of one square mile each. Some additional land has been 
included in neighborhood areas and outside the Sphere of 
Influence in some cases (see planning area map), and in response 
to this adopted policy. 


The planning “effort* lst“ intendedeato ebet summanized in, three 
separate documents: 1) a Background Document which is to serve 
as base data for environmental assessment. It will contain 
information on the physical and environmental setting of the 
planning area; 2) the General Plan Update, which is to consist of 
goals, objectives, policies, plan alternatives, standards, and 
implementation programs; 3) the Environmental Impact Report, 
which -£S to’ ‘consist ‘ofsea Tdasecussionegen impacts, mitigation 
measures, and alternatives pursuant to CEQA. The Environmental 
Impact Report is intended to address the entire General Plan and 
provide reference information for other agencies and districts. 


PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 
As provided for in the State CEQA Guidelines, the focus of this 
report’ Will be* damited) totethose “speci tice arssues/-F and: iconcerns 
identified as possible significant Pimpacts any the initial Study. 
These issues and concerns will include, but not be limited to: 

. Agricultural land conversion 


P Growth Inducement (population, housing) 


‘ Land use 


Page 2 of 3 


. Traffic generation 
: Hydrology and water quality 


Public services, faci. wees, and service levels 
appropriate to projected population levels 


P Noise 
° Energy use 
4 Air Quality 


In additional, archeological significance of the planning area, 
Historical buildings! and facilveses} and trafiic projections. for 
major streets is intended to be addressed in order to eliminate 
the need for duplication of this kind of information in future 
projects and grant applications. 


Finally, it should be noted that the City and other agencies have 
generated, or caused to be generated, a significant amount of 
Dlanning information for jwhich the! consulting itirm of = Quad 
Consultants has been retained to evaluate and synthesize into 
this General Plan Update. 
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City of Selma 


1814 TUCKER STREET 
SELMA, CALIFORNIA 93662 


April 13, 1983 
Department____Planning __ 


FROM: Planning Department, City of Selma 


SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact 
Report Pursuant to California Administrative Code, 
Titles IV Atsectlons, 1505567 #1 5004.5, 25000, sands lolaoy 
Reference: SCH #820801204. 


We — provided> you 2with ~a..Notice of .Consultation during the 
preparation of the Selma General Plan Update. The documents are 
now “in *dweactt, “corm. They are being sent to you, since you 
indicated an interest in receiving them. 


In response to the notice, please review your agency or district's 
area of concern. Make any comments regarding the documents and 
their adequacy in addressing the scope of your agency's concern 
with respect to the City of (Selma. Peieasemicep in minds that a 
General Plan EIR must consider the existing environment and what 
that environment will be like within the framework of time that 
the plan is prepared for. Typically, a general plan is prepared 
for a 20 year period of time, with anticipated updates.every five 
years. 


Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when 
considering your permit or other approval for projects. Your 
response must be received at the earliest possible date but no 
later than May 20, 1983) at so200"p.m.) Sendiall iresponses) to the 
attention of the Planning. Bepartment, City of Selma, 1ef4 Tucker 
Street, Selma, Cas 93662. 


In sending your comments, please make certain to provide a name 
and telephone number for the person to contact in the event that 
we need clarification regarding your comments. 


Very 


; 
3 
~ 


PARAICK LEONARD 
anning Director 
KPL/ms 
co:! Ouad Consultants, Attn’ Randalls. feeb, Project Orrector 
S601 W. Hillsdale, Visalia, uca.o3277 
Enclosures: General Plan (draft) Environmental Background 
Document (draft), Map, List of Agencies, Districts 


aniasicNion = 2oereeenaet and Organizations notified. 


City Clerk — (209) 896-1064 

Planning — (209) 896-7282 

Building Inspection — (209) 896-7280 
Recreation — (209) 896-1064 


PUBLIC NOTICE 
NOTICE OF COMPLETION 


This#’notrece: as proviaed toy the public in order "to indicate the 
availability of a Draft Master Environmental Impact Report which 
has been completed pursuant to the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act, as amended, and the Selma City 
Environmental Impact Review Committee Guidelines. Reference is 
hereby made to California Administrative Code, Title XIV, 
Sectrons |) [5035 .7, Mek ier: Oak tA TSO gore and fol 48) TD VSie—enl Gaast 
Environmental Impact Report describes the environmental impact 
that can be anticipated from wpdating, the Selma -General: Plan. 
Included in this General Plan Update are all of the necessary 
requirements for completion of a Master Environmental Impact 
Report. The General Plan Update consists of two documents and a 
map. The Environmental Background Document describes the 
existing environment and expected trends. The second document is 
the policy, plan and program proposals of the General Plan. A 
map is also included to show the ultimate (20 year) plan for the 
City and surrounding Sphere of Influence. 


The General Plan Update documents are available for public 
inspection at the Selma Branch of the Fresno County Public 
Pibravyewe wcopresisOtemtnis information, are also available at the 
Selma City Planning Department during normal business hours. The 
Planning Department staff is available to assist anyone wishing 
to review the public records.. 


A review period has been established for receiving comments. 
This review period will expire on May 20, 1983 at 5:00 p.m. All 
comments must be received in writing. This review period 
coincides with the date established by the State of California 
for review of these documents. 


Further notice will be given regarding public hearings to be held 
for the purpose of providing the public with an opportunity to 
comment on the General Plan and Environmental Document. SE HABLA 
ESPANOL! , 

i 


April sae = gm ae 


Z bp 
th 
KING <7 a 
Responsible Official 


(Aprils ou! 


“THE SELMA ENTERPRISE i 
P O. Box 100 
Selma. CA 93662 
Telephone: (209) 896-1976 


(Space Below For Use of Lounly Ulerk Unly) 


SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF FRESNO 


PUSLIG NOTICE 


NE 


NOTICE OF CONSULTATION 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


COUNTY OF FRESNO 


| am a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 
County aforesaid; | am over the age of eighteen years, and not 
a party to or interested in the above entitled matter. lam the 
principal clerk of the publisher of THE SELMA ENTERPRISE. 
printed and published in the City of Selma, County of Fresno, 
State of California, weekly, and which newspaper has been 
adjudged a newspaper of general circulation by the Superior 
Court of the County of Fresno, State of California, under the 
date of July 8, 1952 in Action No. 86,769; that the notice, of 
which the annexed is a printed copy, has been published in 
each regular and entire issue of said newspaper and not in any 
supplement thereof on the following dates, to-wit: 


August 26, 1982 


| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 
and correct and that this declaration was executed at Selma, 
California. 


August 25, 1982 


Se ae a 


g~. Le 


| process of updating the Se’ 


‘ments to this notice must be 
received... 


| request a change in designa- 
j Yon. of land use. ot change on 
Tzone deslanation where they 


CASE NO. 


DECLARATION OF PUBLICATION 
(2015.5 C.C.P.) 


<5" PUBLIC NOTICE 235° 
NOTICE OF CONSULTATION 
* Pursuant to the California 
vironmental Quality. Act, thi 
Notice fs to inform fhe public 
that the City of Selma is in 


General Pian, Land Use, Cw- 
culation, Scenic Highways, 
and Conservation Elements. 
Other amendments to required 
Elements of the General Plan 
may be recommended by the 
Selma City Planning Commis- 
sion to assure consistency 
within the General Pian, as re- 
quired by law. An Environmen- 
tal Impact Report is being pre- 
pared Hor this Sobel! Plan Up- 
The Sesincicd state review 
period will elapse on Septem- 
ber 29, 1982, at 5:00 p.m., 

by which time written com 


The public may respond to 
' thi$ notice as follows: 
| 1. Interested persons may 
inform the city if they believe 
an amendment of the General 
Pian could result in impacts on 
the environment. Comments 
must be received in writing and 


Must specifically address en- ist. 


vironmental concerns. An En- 
vironmental Concem Checklist 
may be obtained at city hail, 
planning debe: for your 
conveniencs. . fe Fe 

2. interested | ‘persons may 
review the Background Docu- 
ment (Phase 1) and the Initial 
Study as approved by the En- 
vironmental Impact Review 
Committee. The Background 
Document describes the exist- 
Ing environment of Selma and 
its planning area. The Initial 
Study suggests the environ- 
mental concerns that will be 
addressed, 42775) 77S st 

3, Interested persons may 


wish to use land for purposes 


existing General Plan and Zon- 
ing Ordinance. All requests will 
\ be considered by the Saglaetiel 
\ Plan Adviscry Committee. 


Planning Director’. "3 3, me 
other than as prescribed in the| (Aug. 26, 1982). ae piss tits 
TDeairvecite, : 


:{ 4. Interested persons may 
call the city hall and request an 
appointment to discuss any 
laspects of the General Pian 
and zoning conformity require- 
ments with the planning depart- 
ment staff. = 

5. interested persons may 
review the existing General 
Plan prepared in 1974, the 
Background Document as 
completed in Juty 19827 and 
the Initial Study for preparation 
of the Environmental impact 
Report for the General Pian. 
These documents are on dis- 
play at the Selma branch of the 
Fresno County Pubic Utray 
and-at the .Selma_ 
Planning De 

Meetings of the General B 
Advisory Committee will be tak.“ 
ing place during the next few 
months, until such time as the 
committee, staff, and con 
sultant have arrived at a com 
sensus on the alternatives to 
be presented to the pianning 
commission. If anyone is spect : 
fically interested in attending 
these meetings, they may Con- 
tact the Selma City Planning’ 
Department and have_ their: 
names added to the notification, 
Free tre. oe cs ee 

_AN ‘IMPORTANT _PART. OF: 
THE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE: 
PROCESS |S INVOLVEMENT. 
OF THE PUBLIC. You may” 
contact the Setma City Plan-* 
ning Department for assistance 
and information at (209) 896- 
7282 between the hours of 
8:00 a.m. and 12:00 p.m. and 
1:00 p.nt and 5:00 p.m.,: 
Monday through Friday. SE 
HABLA ESPANOL | sp 3. > 

To respond to this notice in’ 
writing, please address Come 
ments toz¢ 3,7": ae we STEN 

Setma Citys: RIS Sat 

Department’ ; 


_ Planning pry 
"1814 Tucker Street. nie 
Satta reer ae 


Agee actin ast ene Site 


| 


Pie eS . 
ele e VE YG 2S 


rs 9 FAS7 
PAN = oe 
ee NOTICE (OP DETSRAINATION 
; O' SY LESX 
TO:tRE S eee wyelerk... FROM: City of Selma 
ree ZuBox"IS2QB pEPUTY 1814 Tucker Street 
3y---""Fresno, CA 93717 Selma, CA 93662 


SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 
21152 of the Public Resources Code. 


GENERAL PLAN UPDATE - 1983 General Plan Amendment No. 82-52 
Project. Ticie 

#82081204 King Patrick Leonard, Planning Director (209) 896-7282 
DE roc oie BGs ets ede ee eee ee 
State Clearinghouse Number Contace Person Telephone Number 
(If submitted to Clearinghouse) 
City of Selma Sphere of Influence 
Project Location 

Long Range Policy Plan, Soecific Plans, Airport Master Plan (PUC Sec. 21675), 
Project Description 

Environmental Backaround Document, Maps 


This is to advise that the City of Selma 


(Lead Agency or Responsible Agency) 
has approved the above described project and has made «he LOL Onsng 
determinations regarding the above described project: 


oS The projeckxx will, will not, have a significant effect on the 


environment. 


2. XxX An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project . 
pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 


A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to 
the provisions of CEQA 


The EIR or Negative Declaration and record of project approval may 
be examined ats 

S ity Hal] 

1814 Tucker Street, Selma, Ca. 93662 


a Mitigation measures x__ were, were not, made a condition of the 


‘ approval of the project. 


4. A statement of Overriding Considerations was, X wasg_not, adopted 


for-thys project. y) ay oe 
4 


i 7 
; a ae fe 
Date Received for Filing: asl etsy VHA his LY eZ i ae 
Cigndtyre 
KING PATRICK LEONARD 
Planning Director 
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City of Selma *%e 


1814 TUCKER STREET E CE, VE 
SELMA, CALIFORNIA 93662 


AUGUSt. Lope oo 


DepartmentAdministration 


ir, Dorsia Wo Gouge, secre lary 
Airport Land Use Commission 
4475 East Kings Canyon Road 
Eresno , sCazin9 3702 


SUBJECT: Selma General Plan 
Dearalir~,, Gouge: 


Atbachedsisea,.certitied.copy.et. the City Councri"s Resolution 
NOws1208 ti Please note sthew adoption. of ,«the, Al 
Commission's recommendations as noted in your le 
O83h 


The final printed General Plan documents will incorporate the 
policy plan and recommended Land Use Policy Plan fior the Selma 
Aerodrome. Our staff will proceed to amend the Northwest Specific 
Plan and Map, to include the required information so as to assure 
consistency as required by law. 


Very Jc culy. VOUrSs), 
Niihrles L. Clap 


NICHOLAS A. PAVLOVICH 
City Administrator 


NAP/KPL/ms 
Enclousure: City Council Resolution No. 2087 


Cre Planning Director 


Administration — (209) 896-1064 

City Clerk — (209) 836-1064 

Pianning — (209) 896-7282 

Building Inspection — (209) 896-7280 
Recreation — (209) 896 1004 


AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
July 20, 1983 


Se i oS N Gh LN te 
: ies { aay Ea 
n 4 ot Ne 1 x f + J 
hy S : " 
Ryu Soe tree 
Mr. Nickolas Pavolovich AY KGL. 1983 
City Administrator 
1814 Tucker Street CITY OF SELMA 
oS ae ADMINISTRATION 


Dear Mr. Pavolovich: 


Subject: Consistency Determination - Selma General Plan amd Northwest 
Specific Plan. 


In accordance with Section 21670, et seq, of the Califormia Public Utilities 
Code, the Selma General Plan and the Northwest Specific Plan were referred to 
the Fresno County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for a determination of 
consistency with the land use policy plan adopted by the ALUC for the Selma 
Aerodrome airport. The ALUC found the Selma General Plan to be technically 
consistent in that it incorporates, by reference, the land use policy plan for 
the Selma Aerodrome. However, the ALUC recommends that the City Counci 
incorporate the policy plan in an Appendix to the General Plan. The ALUC 
found the Northwest Specific Plan to be inconsistent with the policy pian and 
recommended the land use policy plan for the Selma Aerodrome be incorporated 
into the Specific Plan. , 


In accordance with Section 21676 of the California Public Utilities Code, the 
Selma City Qouncil must either amend its General and Specific Plans or 
overrule the ALUC by a two-thirds vote by December 31, 1983. Should the City 
Council take action to make changes in the reference to the land use policy 
plan, these changes must be referred to the ALUC for a determination of 
consistency. 


Attached for your records is a copy of Resolution No. 52 recording the ALUC 
action and a copy of the minutes of the July 11, 1933, meeting. If you have 
any further questions, please call me at 453-3896. 

Sincerely, 


Donald W. Gouge, Secretary 
Airport Land Use Commission 


DWG: RAK: as 
0875C-5 


Attachments (2) 


4475 East Kings Canyon Road/Fresno, California 93702/(209) 453-3896 


fouat Emolovmert Onnortunity— Affirmative Acthlon—Handicep Employer 


C—O 
= 


AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 


Date: wulysll,. 1983 
To: Airport Land Use Commission 
From: Donald W. Gouge, Secretary 


Subject: SELMA GENERAL PLAN AND NORTHWEST SPECIFIC PLAN (SELMA) - 
DETERMINATION OF OONSISTENCY WITH SELMA AERODROME LAND USE 
POLICY PLAN (K30010, K30029) 


Introduction 


The California Public Utilities Code and Government (Code require local 
agencies to refer existing general and specific plans to the Airport Land Use 
Commission (ALUC) for areas covered by land use compatibility plans adopted by 
the ALUC as of July 1, 1983. The ALUC in turn, must review and act upon the 
referred plans by August 31, 1983. If the plans are determined to be 
inconsistent with the ALUC plan, the local agency has until December 31, 1983, 
to amend its plan or to overrule the ALUC. y 


The City of Selma has submitted to the ALUC its General Plan and the Northwest 
Specific Plan for determination of consistency with the land use policy plan 
(adopted by the ALUC on January 10, 1983) for the Selma Aerodrome. 

Facts 


The soon to be adopted Selma General Plan will incorporate the ALUC Land Use 


‘Policy Plan by reference. Selma's Northwest Specific Plan was adopted ten 


‘ 


months prior to adoption of the ALUC plan, and therefore makes no reference to 
airport related issues except to identify the outer approach surface and the 
150 foot height contour. Because the type of development envisioned within 
the Primary Review Area Boundary is identical for both plans, the adoption of 
the Selma General Plan will provide a development review guide that is 
technically consistent with the ALUC Land Use Policy Plan. This should 
compensate for the limited reference to airports made by the Northwest 
Specific Plan. 


Analysis 


The Primary Review Area Boundary and the 55 CNEL contours for both the current 


year and the year 2000 should be shown on both General and Specific Plan maps 
so that any development proposal falling within those areas can be easily 
identified and referred to the ALUC for review prior to local agency action. 


The Selma General Plan's reference to uses in areas affected by aircraft 
Operations should be moved from the Residential Uses Policy Section to the 
General Policies Section, since the reference and accompanying table refer to 
more than just residential uses. 


4475 East Kings Canyon Road/tresno, Catitornia ©3702/(209) 453 3896 


Memo - ALUC 
Page 2 
July. Li, elgs3 


The Northwest Specific Plan's limited references to land use and airport 
relationships are not adequate for evaluating the consistency of development 
proposals with airport land use policies. 


Both plans designate a small area within the Outer Approach Zone for future 
residential use. The lowest residential density defined in the plans would 
allow up to five dwellings units per acre. The ALUC policy plan specifies 
that residential densities in the outer approach zone not exceed two dwelling 
units per acre with 20% of the area left open. 


Conclusion 


The Selma General Plan, which will adopt the AWC Land Use Policy Plan by 
reference, will be technically consistent. ‘The ALUC Land Use Policy Plan 
should be included in the Selma General Plan as an appendix. That would make 
the review of development proposals easier and would assure the timely 
referral of appropriate proposals to the AUC. 


The Northwest Specific Plan is inconsistent with the ALUC Land Use Policy 
Plan. However, because the General and the Northwest Specific Plans envision 
identical development scenarios, and the General Plan will adopt the ALUC 
Policy Plan by reference, the inconsistency of the Specific Plan Wit be 


compensated for. 


Recommended Actions 


1. Determine that the Selma General Plan is technically consistent with the 
AIUC's Land Use Policy Plan for the Selma Rerodrome, and that Selma's 
Northwest Specific Plan is not. 


2. Recommend to the Selma City Council that the provisions of the land use 
policy plan for the Selma Rerodrome be incorporated as an appendix to the 
Selma General Plan and be incorporated into the Northwest Specific Plan. 


RLB:as 
0814C-22 


FRESNO COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION NO. 52 


WHEREAS, Section 21670, et seq., of the California Public Utilities Code and 
Section 65302.3 of California Government Code require local agencies to submit 
to the Comission general and specific plans which are located within the . 
planning bounceries of airport land use plans adopted by the Commission; and 


WHEREAS, saiG <odes require the Commission to make a finding of consistency 
petween said general and specific plans and the Commission's adopted lam use 
plans;) and 


WHEREAS, the C.ty of Selma submitted the Selma General Plan amd the Northwest 
Specific Plan ‘or said determination of consistency with the land use policy 
plan for the Selma Aerodrome; and 


WHEREAS, the Selma General Plan incorporates, by reference, the provisions of 
the Selma Aercérome Land Use Policy Plan and the Northwest Specific Plan does 
not contain these provisions; and 


WHEREAS, in tke form and manner provided by law, this Commission at its 
meeting of Culy 11, 1983, heard all oral and written evidence and objections 
which were made, presented or filed, and all persons present were given an 
opportunity to hear and be heard. 


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Commission finds the Northwest 
Specific Plan referred to the Commission by the City of Selma to be 
inconsistent with the land use policy plan adopted by the Commission for the 
Selma Aerodrome. 


RE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission finds the Selma General Plan to be 
consistent with the land use policy plan adopted for the Selma Aerodrome. 


RE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Commission recommends to the Council of the 
City of Selna that the provisions of the land use policy plan for the Selma 
Rerodrome be incorporated as an appendix to the Selma General Plan and be 
incorporated into the Northwest Specific Plan. 


Adopted, the llth day of July, 1983, upon motiom by Commissioner Bolt, 


seconded by Commissioner Scrivner, and by the following vote: 
AYES: Commissioners Bolt, Scrivner, Abrahamian, Feasel, Kilpatrick 
NOES: None 
ABSTAINED: Commissioner Kitihara 
ABSENT: Commissioner Doig 


(7 ye fb Ce 4 
“ohn . Feasel, Chairman 


Airport Land Use Commission 


Fresno County 
Airport Land Use Commission 
Minutes 
July 11, L983 


The Fresno County Airport Land Use Commission met in the Hall of Records, 
Board of Supervisors' Chambers, Fresno, on July 11, 1983. The meeting was © 
called to order by Chairman Feasel at 2:04 p.m., and roll was called. 


The following members were present: 


Kenneth Abrahamian James Kilpatrick 
Jack Bolt George Kitihara 
Dele Doig Kerehnescrivnes 
John Feasel 


The minutes of June 6, 1983, were approved as submitted. 


GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL HEARING: CTTY OF FRESNO - FRESNO AIR TERMINAL ENVIRONS 


GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL HEARUNG? <i.) eo 


AREA SPECIFIC PLAN, MCLANE COMMUNITY PLAN AND REZONING APPLICATION NO. 6630 


Staff introduced the proposed amendment to the City of Fresno McLane Community 
Plan, Fresno Air Terminal Environs Area Specific Plan and the Zoning Ordinance 
referred to the Commission for a determination of consistency. J. Cerl 
Motscheidler amd Charles Hall, representing the proponents, spoke in favor of 
the project and presented information disputing staffs calculations as ‘9 
potential population density on the site. Mike Sevrin of the Fresno City 
Aiports Department staff answered questions posed by the Commissioners. Jim 
Woodward, a property owner at the southeast corner of Cedar and Shields, spoke 
in opposition to the proposed amencment. 


Upon motion by Commissioner Scrivner, seconded by Commissioner Doig, the 
Comission found the proposal to be consistent with the objectives and 
policies of the Fresno Air Terminal Environs Area Plan amd adopted Resolution 
No. 49. Commissioner Abrahamian abstained. 


Commissioner Doig left the meeting at this time. 
DISCUSSION: COALINGA 


This item was continued from the June 6, 1983, special meeting. Discussion 
concerned the inability of Coalinga to meet the deadline established by AB2920 
due to the results of the earthquake. The consensus of the Commission was to 
further discuss the subject at the Angust 22, 1983, special meeting. 


PRESENTATION: FRESNO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 
Jan Ruhl, of the Fresno City Development Department staff, gave a presentation 


on the highlights of the 1983 General Plan being prepared by the City of 
Fresno. This was an informational item. 
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For any questions regarding the above comment, please contact 
Mr. Gunter A. Redlin, Supervising Sanitary Engineer 


, State Department of 
Health Services, 5545 East Shields Avenue, Fresno, CA 93727 
(Telephone: 209-445-5321). 
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Deputy Director 


Harvey F 


se 


cc: Fresno County Health Department 


Regional Water Quality Control Board 
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State of California Department of Health Services 


Memorandum 


To 


From 


Date : APR 2 6 1983 


Ron Bass 


State Clearinghouse Subiecte 
1400 - 10th Street, Room 121 "SCH #82081204 
City of Selma 


General Plan 
Update 


FRESNO COUNTY 
Environmental Health Division 
7leee Street, Roomis30m 2 ae 
322-2308 


The Sanitary Engineering Branch of the State Department of Health Services has 
reviewed the above-subject matter. Two documents were reviewed: 


a. City of Selma - General Plan Update 1982-83, prepared by the Selma 
Planning Department and Quad Consultants, February 1983. 


b. City of Selma - General Plan, prepared by Quad Consultants, December 1982. 
We comment as follows: 
1. General Plan Update Document 


The groundwater quality discussion in Chapter 4 does not at all address 
the DBCP groundwater contamination as it affects Fresno County in general 
and the area in and around Selma in particular. We do believe that Selma 
is located in a "problem area" as borne out by DBCP well contamination now 
affecting wells of the California Water Service Company, and the Wesmilton 
Water Company, also numerous private domestic water wells in and around 
the City of Selma. We also believe that a groundwater quality problem has 
been tentatively identified in the vicinity of Selma Pressure Treating 
Company near Golden State and Dockery. 


In Chapter 16, there is a discussion of both the California Water Service 
Company and Wesmilton Water Company. Two parts should be clarified. 


a. Wesmilton Water Company has 3 wells all of which are affected by the 
DBCP groundwater contamination. All three wells have exceeded our 1.0 
ppb Action Level. 


b. California Water Service Company has 14 wells, three of which are 
affected by the DBCP groundwater contamination. One well has exceeded 
our 1.0 ppb Action Level. 


bo 
. 


General Plan Document 


We have no comments. 


yer State of Caltfora 


a As GOVERNOR'S OFFICE 

ES oe er es 

i ee OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH 
eee. 1400 TENTH STREET 


sere SACRAMENTO 95814 


GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN 


GOVERNOR 


king Leonard, SELWA CIly 
Planning Director PLANNING DEPT 
City of Selma MAY 7% as 
1814 Tucker Street Bree tS) 
Selma, CA./95662 TeCe IVED 


Dear ‘Mr. Leonard: 


The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named draft Environmental In; 

Report (EIR) to selected state agencies for review. The review period is closed 
and the comments of the individual agency(ies) is(are) attached. If you would 
like to discuss their concerns and recommendations, please contact the stafi fram 


the appropriate agency(iles). 


When preparing the final EIR, you must include all comments and responses (CEQA 
Guidelines, Section 15146). The certified EIR must be considered in the aecision- 
making process for the project. In addition, we urge you to respond directly to 
the commenting agency (ies) by writing to them, including tne State Clearingnouse 
number on all correspondence. 


A 1981 Appellate Court decision in Cleary v, County of Stanislaus (118 Cal. ae 


3a 348) clarified requirements for responding to review comments. Specifically 
the court indicated that comments must be addressed in detail, giving reasons ae 
the specific comments and suggestions were not accepted. The responses must show 
factors of overriding significance wnich required the suggestion or comment to be 
rejected. Responses to comments must not be conclusory statements but must be 
Supported by empirical or experimental data, scientific authority or explanatory 
information of any kind. The court further said that tne responses must be a gcod 
faith, reasoned analysis. 


In the event that the project is approved without adequate mitigation of sig- 
nificant effects, the lead agency must make written findings for each signifi ant 
effect and it must support its actions with a written statement of overriding con- 
siderations for each. unmitigated significant effect (CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 
and 15089). 


If the project requires discretionary approval fram any state agency, the Notice 
of Determination must be filed with the Secretary for Resources, as well as with 
the County Clerk. Please contact Debora Fudge at (916) 445-0613 if you have any 
questions about the environmental review process. 


Sincerely, 


los Seay 


ron Bass, Director 
state Clearinghouse 


c: Resources Agency 
trachment 


Any emergency medical heliport proposed at the Selma District 
Hospital will be the subject of a permit application to the Depart- 
ment of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics. 


SELMA: UNIFIED SSCHOOR DIstRIC?r 
Corrections and recommended changes for pages 34 and 35 are 


accepted and incorporated into the final EIR as submitted by the 
Selma Unified School District. 


RESPONSE TO COMMENTS JUN 
DRAFT EIR YUN 2 
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE . Rea 


June 1, 1983 ‘EIVen 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH 
(SCH #82081204) 


Responses to each agency comments are provided as a good faith, 
reasoned analysis and, where appropriate, include empirical data 
or explanatory information. 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES 


a. The Wesmilton water company has three wells affected by DBCP 
groundwater contamination. Health Department action may require 
closure of wells exceeding the 1.0 ppb Action Level if DBCP is 
persistent. Specific action to cleanse or close wells due to con— 
tamination is beyond the scope of the General Plan Update; however 
future growth into areas served by DBCP contaminated wells may 
be terminated or suspended until potable water supply is available. 


b. The California Water Company has three wells affected by DBCP 
groundwater contamination. Action taken may be similar to that 
noted in "1" above. 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 


The General Plan Update incorporated the recently adopted Circulation 
Element (1982, TJKM Transportation Consultants) in which investigations 
of circulation and existing and proposed rail crossings were included. 
Public meetings were held and alternatives considered prior to the 
approval of the Element. The study concluded that major grade 
separations were not warranted at this time. 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND 
HOUSING AGENCY 


Future relocation or redevelopment of the Selma Airport will be 
subject to review and approval by the Fresno County Land Use 
Commission and will comply with adopted noise and safcty regulations. 


MULE. AO. Rae N 


AN@)S me 


FROM: 


SUBJECTS 


KING TP. LEONARD, PLANNING DIRECTOR 


aN i ad -4 
N 4, vee 
SA A Aba es : eS ITE, 
JAMES i. BROCKETT, CHIEF OF POLICE 


REVIEW OF GENERAL PLAN 


I have reviewed both drafts of the General Plan Environmental 
Assessment and the General Plan. The only area that I found that 
should be corrected is as follows: 


18, 


Draft of Selma General Plan, page 19, Police Service 


mS TmcorTrect. 


That section should be corrected to read as it is 
Stated underlie” spOoOLLCE ;wonmoage: 35, of, the 


General Plan Environmental assessment document, 


as this is the current: correct information. 
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County of PLANNING DEPT 


Planning Department 


RECEIVED 


R. Ann Siracusa, Director 
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October 26, 1982 


Mr. King Leonard 
City of Selma 

1814 Tucker Street 
Selma, CA 93662 


Dear Mr. Leonard: 

Subject: General Plan Update, 1982 

The background document and working paper for the Selma General Plan 
update, 1982 appear to be complete and to include those areas required 


by the General Plan Guidelines and CEQA. 


We appreciate the opportunity to review these documents and will look 
forward to seeing the final report. 


Sincerely, 


Sharon M. Berg 


aa = 
Sars -\ } 

Neb nae ; }) as erg) Pat 
rh ee et) fe ee A 


Staff Analyst III \Y 
SMB: eh 
4499 East Kines Canvon Road fresno, Calitornia 93702 (209) 453 3842 
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BOARD OF TRUSTEES Set..ia Unified School Pr. irict ADMINISTRATION 


BOB PETERSEN 
President 


JIM STEPHENSON 


Vice President 


DON TOW 
Clerk 


ROBERT CROSS 
Member 


DWIGHT NELSON 
Member 


J. Frank Parks Education Center STEVEE BOJORQUEZ. Ec D. 
Superintencent 


3036 THOMPSON AVENUE — SELMA, CALIFORNIA 93662 LAWRENCE R WILDER Eo D 
Assistant Superintencent 
Instruction Personnel 


TELEPHONE (209) 896-6500 HENRY C BROCK Ili Pn.D 


Assistant Superintendent 
Business Support Services 


SELMA ¢; 
LANNING DEPT 


APR 29 1999 
April 28, 1983 RECEIvep 
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King Leonard 

Planning Director 

City ‘of Selma 

1814 Tuckew Street 
Selma, Galbrrorniay 2sco72 


Dear King: 


I have reviewed the draft of the Selma General Plan 
update as it relates to school facilities. I have 

made some corrections and have includeg some recom- 
mended changes for pages 34 and 35 of the document. 
I believe the Selma General Plan would be much more 
accurate if it included this updated information. 


If you have any questions regarding these corrections, 
please contact me. 


Yours! cemuliys 


Slaw 


Steve E. Bojorquez, Ed:D. 
DIisEerict Superintendent 
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Memorandum 


To: 


From: 


Subject 


Ron Bass Date. May 6, 1983 
Executive. Offacer 
State Clearinghouse File: 


1400 Tenth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DIVISION OF AERONAUTICS 


Project Review - General Plan Update - Ciey on selma = Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) - SCH #82081204 


Ther proposal as the update cf the following elements of the 
City of Selma"’s General Pian: Bhanoelse,, Cileculation, 
Conservation, and Public Facilities. Implementation stresses 
infill and redevelopment. Included in the latter element is 
a discussion of the Selma Airport, located two miles north- 
west of Selma. 


The environmental document indicates that the airport is 
adjacent to Rockwell Pond and is surrounded by agricultural 
land uses. There is the suggestion made that the absence of 
additional land for adequate expansion of the airport may 


lead to the relocation of the public-use facility to a new 


site in the future. Inasmuch as any future development that 
may affect the usability of the airport are to be referred 
to the Fresno County Airport Land Use Commission, our con- 
cerns regarding significant noise and safety impacts from 
airport flight operations appear to be alleviated. 


We note the County Regional Transportation Plan recommends an 
emergency medical heliport to be located at either the 

Selma District Hospital or Kingsburg District Hospital. This 
will require a heliport permit from this Department, and the 
proponent is advised to contact Ms. Kimberley Clemans at (916) 
322-9952 for permit assistance. 


MARK F. MISPAGEL, Chief 
Division of Aeronautics 
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ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS 
TO THE COMMISSION 
CALIFORNIA STATE BUILDING 


SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFD RN AA aloe 
e-- 1263 
$s7 < 


LEPHONE (415) 


A. S. Chhina 


Mublic Utilities Commisston 
SLAw = OF GA EERO FONITA 


May 11, 1983 rneno. 183-10 EIR/ 


SCH #82081204 
Debora Fudge PAE AY IE | 
State Clearinghouse R See 1b) 
1400 Tenth Street, Room #121 


Sacramento, CA 95814 MAY 13 ixe9 


State Clearingnouse 


Dear Ms. Fudge: 


ot pean 


This refers to your request for review of the City of Selma, 
General Plan Update. 


The City of Selma is diagonally bisected by the Southern Pacific 
Transportation Company's main line tracks and there are approxi- 
mately eight at-grade railroad-highway crossings within the City 
limits. The railroad track crossings may have considerable 
impact on the traffic circulation within the City of Selma. We 
feel that the General Plan has not adequately addressed the 
railroad crossing matters. 


The environmental analysis should include traffic.satety, conges- 
tion and delay at the crossings. The traffic circulation analysis 
should include impacts and adequacy of railroad crossings. Inves- 
tigation should be made to determine convenience and necessity 

of all the railroad crossings in the City and unjustified crossings 
should be eliminated. Provisions should be made for grade separa- 
tion at streets with major traffic growth. 


Any project involving a new or altered railroad-highway crossing 
requires authorization from the California public Utilities 
Commission. Application and environmental requirements for such 
a project are set forth in Rule 38 and Rule 17.1, respectively, 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure (Title 20 

of the California Administrative Code). 


Should you need further assistance in this matter, please feel 
free to contact the Commission staff. 


Very truly yours, 


: SH 
BAe Des ic OLvr 
WILLIAM L. OLIVER, Principal 


Railroad Operations & Safety Branch 
Transportation Division 
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FRESNO COUNTY AIRPORTS 
LAND USE POLICY PLAN 


Fresno County 
Airport Land Use Commission 
January 1983 
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AIRPORT LAND USE POLICY PLAN 


This Policy Plan sets forth the criteria which the Fresno County Airport Land 
Use Commission will use in evaluating general and specific plans, Zoning 
ordinances, building regulations, and airport master plans proposed for 
adoption or amendmnet in the vicinity of four public-use general aviation 
airports in the County of Fresno. These airport are: 
ras Firebaugh Municipal Airport 
Mendota Muntctpat Atspert 


Selma Aerodrome 


Additionally, the adopted Policy Plan is intended to give public agencies and 
the general public an indication of the nature and extent of the Commission's 
involvement in airport land use planning. 


The statutory authority for establishment of the Fresno County Airport Land 
Use Commission and its adoption of procedures and policies is provided by the 
California Public Utilities Code, Sections 21670-21678 (Chapter 4, Article 
a5) 


The Commission functions primarily in a review capacity. Proposals for the 
adoption or amendment of general and specific plans, zoning ordinances, 
building regulations, and airport master plans are to be referred to the 
Commission prior to final action being taken by the appropriate governing body. 


The following section presents polices addressing land use compatibility with 
airports' noise, airspace protection, safety, and general nuisance impacts. 
The final section indicates the specific types of projects which are subject 
to Commission review and establishes the geographic limits of the area within 
which projects are to be referred to the Commission for review. 


Land Use Compatibility Policies 


A. Noise 


1. Airport/land use noise compatibility shall be evaluated in terms of 
the Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL), as defined in Title 2l 
of the California Administrative Code. ae 


>. The maximum noise exposure which shall be considered normally accept- 
able for residential areas is 60 dBA CNEL. The residential area 
criterion establishes the baseline from which noise compatibility for 
other land uses shall be evaluated. 


The relative acceptability or unacceptability of particular land uses 
with respect to the noise levels to which they would be exposed is 
indicated in the "“Airport/Land Use Noise Compatibility Criteria" 
matrix, Table 1, page 3. These criteria shall be the principal 
deter- minants of whether a proposed land use is compatible with the 
noise impact from nearby airport, but special circumstances which 
would affect the specific proposal's noise sensitivity (e.g-, the 
extent or lack of outdoor activity) also shall be taken into account. 


One of the conditions for approval of a land use which is "marginally 
acceptable" or "normally unacceptable" for the given noise environ- 
ment is that the building must provide a satisfactory degree of noise 
attenuation. Table 2, page 4 sets forth the maximum acceptable 
Interior noise levels for commonly occurring noises from exterior 
sources. If the structure can reduce the noise exposure to the 
indicated level, the use may be acceptable. (Note that the interior 
noise criteria are measured in terms of maximum noise levels of 
individual events and not average noise levels as represented by CNEL 
values. Since maximum exterior individual event noise levels are 
greater than the CNEL value at a given location, the required noise 
reduction of the structure thus will be greater than the difference 
between the interior noise level criterion and the CNEL value.) 


In addition to the interior noise level criteria for individual 
exterior noises, the Interior Community Noise Equivalent Level 
attributable to exterior sources shall not exceed 45 dBA, with 
windows closed, in any habitable room of a residential dwelling. 


In applying the interior noise level criteria listed in Table 2, 
engine run-up noise shall be considered as a source of commonly 
occurring exterior noise. 


When a proposed project will involve a land use which is "marginally 
acceptable" or "normally unacceptable" within a noise environment in 
excess of 60 dBA CNEL, an acoustical analysis shall be required in 
order to show that the structure has been designed to limit intruding 
noise to the prescribed allowable levels. Such analysis shall be 
done in a manner indicated in the California Noise Insulation 
Standards (California Administrative Code, Title 25, Chapter 1, 
Subchapter 1, Article 4, Section 28). 


When applying the noise compatibility criteria to a given location, 
the basis for evaluation shall be the maximum Community Noise 
Equivalent Level to which the location is or is forecast to be 
exposed. For all four Fresno County public-use airports covered by 
this Policy Plan, the year-2000 contours shall be used. Year-2000 
CNEL contours of 55 dBA above are depicted in the four Noise Impact 
Area maps included herein (Map Set A). 


If a noise analysis, including noise monitoring, is conducted for a 
particular location and the results indicate that the maximum CNEL 
will be less than shown herein, the lower exposure level may be used 
for the land use evaluation at the discretion of the Airport Land Use 
Commission. 


Table 1 


AIRPORT/LAND USE NOISE COMPATIBILITY CRITERIA 


Ti te a OCU ON UPA 7 


LAND USE CATEGORY 
Residential 


single-family detached and duplexes 
multi-family and transient lodging ++ 


mobile homes 


Public 


N, 
50-55 55-60 60-65 65-70 70-75 
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schools, libraries, hospitals, nursing + te) - - -- 


homes 


churches, auditoriums, concert halls 
transportation, parking, cemetaries . ++ 


Commercial and Industrial 


offices, retail trade 


service commercial, wholesale trade, ++ 


to 
to 


T+ 

+o 
°o 
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warehousing, light industrial 


general manufacturing, utilities, 


extractive industry 


Aaricultural and Recreational 


cropland 

livestock breeding 

parks, playgrounds, zoos 

golf courses, riding stabies, 
water recreation 

outdoor spectator sports 

amohitheaters 
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J/ See Map Set A for location of contours for each airport. 


LAND USE ACCEPTABILITY 


++ Clearly Acceptable 


+ Normally Acceptable 


o Marginally Acceptable 


- Normally Unacceptable 


-- Clearly Unacceptable 


INTERPRETATION/CONDITIONS 


The activities associated with the specified land use 
can be carried out with essentially no interference 
from the noise exposure. 


Noise is a factor to be considered in that slight 
interference with outdoor activities may occur. 
Conventional construction methods will eliminate most 
noise intrusions upon indoor activities. 


The indicated noise exposure will cause moderate 
interference with outdoor activities and with indoor 
activities when windows are open. The land use is 
acceptable on the conditions that outdoor activities 
are minimal and construction features which provide 
sufficient noise attenuation are used (e.g., 
installation of air conditioning so that windows can 
be kept closed). Under other circumstances, the land 
use should be discouraged. 


Noise will create substantial interference with both 
outdoor and indoor activities. Noise intrusion upon 
indoor activities can be mitiagated by requiring 
special noise insulation construction. Land uses 
which have conventionally constructed structures 
and/or involve outdoor activities which would be 
disrupted by noise should generally be avoided. 


Unacceptable noise intrusion upon land use activities 
will occur. Adequate structural noise insulation is 
not practical under most circumstances. The 
indicated land use should be avoided unless strong 
overriding factors prevail and it snould' be 


prohibited if outdoor activities are involved. 


Table 2 
INTERIOR NOISE LEVEL CRITERIA 


Maximum Acceptable Interior Nose Levels for 
Commonly Occurring Individual Noise Events 
from Exterior Sources 


eee 


Acceptable 
Generalized Land Use Noise Level 
(Occupancy) (dBA) Based for Criterion 
A. RESIDENTIAL-SINGLE-AND 
MULTI-FAMILY OWELLINGS 
1. Living Areas 
a. Daytime 60 Conversation-5 ft.-normal voice 
b. Nightime 55 Conversation-10 ft.-normal voice 
2. Sleeping areas 50 Sleeping 
B. EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES, ETC. 
1. Concert Hall 25 Intrusion of noise may spoil 
artistic effect 
2. Legitimate Theater 30 Intrusion of noise may spoil 
artistic effect 
3. School Auditorium 35 Minimize Intrusion into artistic 
performance 
4. School Classroom 55 Speech communication - 20 ft. - 
raised voice 
§. School Laboratory 60 Speech communication - 50 ft. - 
normal voice 
6. Church Sanctuaries 45 Speech communication - 50 ft. - 
raised voice 
7. Library 55 Speech communication - 3 ft. - 
normal voice 
C. RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 
1. Motion Picture Theater 45 Minimize Intrusion into artistic 
performance 
2. Sports Arena 75 Conversation - 2 ft. - raised voice 
3. Bowling Alley 75 Conversation - 2 ft. - raised voice 
D. COMMERCIAL, MISCELLANEOUS 
1. Hotel, Motel Sleeping 50 Sleeping 
2. Hospital Sleeping 50 Sleeping 
3.- Executive Offices, Conf. 55 Speech communication - 12 ft. - 
Rooms F normal voice 
4. Staff Offices 60 Speech communication - 6 ft. - 
normal voice 
5. Sales, Secretarial 65 Satisfactory telephone use 
6. Restaurants 65 Conversation - 4 ft. - normal voice 
7. Markets, Retail Stores 65 Conversation - 4 ft. - normal voice 
£. LIGHT INDUSTRIAL 
1. Office Areas See See 0-3, 4, 5 
0-3,4,5 
2. Laboratory 60 Speech communication - 6 ft. - 
; normal voice 
3. Machine Shop 75 Speech communication - 3 ft. - 
: raised voice 
4. Assembly, Construction 75 Speech communication - 2 ft. - 
raised voice 
F. HEAVY INDUSTRIAL 
1. Office Areas See See 0-3, 4, 5 
2. Machine Sop 75 Speech communication - 3 ft. - 
raised voice 
3. Assembly, Construction 75 Speech communication - 2 ft. - 
raised voice 
Source: Adapted from Table 2 in “Noise Insulation Problems in Buildings", 
Paul S. Veneklasen & Associates, January 1973. 
Note: These are maximum levels for individual events and are not measured in 


CNEL values. 


B. 


C. 


Airspace Protection 


les 


No structure, tree, or other object shall be permitted to exceed the 
height limits established in accordance with Part 77 , Subpart C, of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR). This criterion applies 
unless, in the case of a proposed object or growing tree, one or more 
of the following apply: 


‘a. The object would be substantially shielded by existing permanent 


structures or terrain in a manner such that it clearly would not 
affect the safety of air navigation; 


b. The FAA has conducted an aeronautical study and either determined 
that the object would not result in a hazard to air navigation or 
made recommendations for the object's proper marking and lighting 
as an obstruction; 


c. The object is otherwide exempted from the requirements of FAR Part 
(BiB 


Or, in the case of an existing object, it exceeds the prescribed 
height limits at the time the ordinance is adopted, in which case 
marking and lighting may still be required. 


No object shall be peritted to be erected which because of height or 
other factors would result in an increase in the minimum ceiling or 
visibility criteria for an existing or proposed instrument approach 
procedure. 


An object which would be located within a horizontal or conical zone 
as defined in FAR Part 77, Subpart C, and would be 35 feet or less in 
height above the ground (i.e., is within the height limits prescribed 
for most Fresno County land use zoning classifications) shall be 
considered conditionally acceptable even if it exceeds the prescribed 
FAR Part 77 height limit due to its geographical location. Marking 
and lighting may be conditions for acceptability. 


The FAR Part 77 surfaces depicted herein (Map Set B) shall be used in 
conjunction with the above airspace policies to determine whether the 
height of an object is acceptable. 


Safety 


le 


Land uses or land use characteristics which may effect safe air 
navigation or which, because of their nature and proximity to an 
airport, may pose high risks to the land users shall be avoided jin the 
vicinity of an airport. 


The criteria which shall be used to evaluate whether a land use is 
acceptable with respect to its airport proximity are set Porth. 10 
Table 3, page 6. The indicated safety zones shall be used in 
conjunction with the Review Area maps presented herein. 


Table 3 


AIRPORT/LAND USE SAFETY COMPATIBILITY CRITERIA 


Are Nes 
Inner Outer Approacn norizontal 
LAND USE CHARACTERISTIC Clear Zones & Approach Zones & Traffic & Conical 
Runway Zones Zones 2/ Pattern Zone Zones 


Residential Uses - (A,F) (B,F 
Utner uses in Structures 
Utner uses Not in Structures 
special Cnaracteristics 


Distracting Lights or Glare - coat =< (G) 
Sources of oxe or ~lectronic 
Interference - = = (G 
Actractor of Birds - - = + 
pera INS DELON ER 1S LE ae ie etl Ae ee ln wea i Se gl Sa Or 
NOTES 


J/ See Map Set C for location of zones at each airport. 


2/ The inner approach zone extends to the point below where the approach 
surface intersects the horizontal surface. 


INTERPRETATION 
+ ACCEPTABLE: Use is acceptable with little or no risks. 


( ) CONDITIONALLY ACCEPTABLE: Risks exist, but use is acceptable under 
conditions cited below. 


Density no greater than 1 dwelling unit per 3 acres. 
Density no greater than 4 dwelling units per acre. 

NO uses attracting more than 10 persons per acre. 

No uses attracting more than 25 persons per acre. 

No schools, hospitals, nursing homes, or similar uses. 
At least 20% of area open (having a size and. shape such that a small 
aircraft could conceivably make an emergency landing witnout damage 
to buildings or serious injury to aircraft occupants). 

G Characteristic cannot reasonably be avoided or located outside the 
indicated safety zone. 


NMHUONAa>Y 


UNACCEPTABLE: Use is unacceptable due to associated high risks. 


3. Land uses which attract concentrations of birds are a special concern 
jin Fresno County because of the agricultural uses near may of the 
airports. In applying the Safety Compatibility Criteria to agricul- 
tural areas, attention should be given to whether a particular type of 
agricultural use commonly attracts birds. 


D. General Nuisance 


1. Aviaation Easement 


ae 


Except when overriding circumstances exist, a condition for 
approval of any residential subdivision or zoning change within an 
airport's Primary Review Area, as subsequently defined herein, 
shall be the dedication of an avigation easement to the airport 
owner or the local jurisdiction in which the proposed subdivision 
is located (city, if area is incorporated; Fresno County, if area 
js unincorporated). The avigation easement shall contain the 
following property rights: 


1) Right-of-flight at any altitude above acquired easement 
surfaces. 


2) Right to cause noise, vibrations, fumes, dust, and fuel 
particle emissions. 


3) Right-of-entry to remove, mark, or light any Structures or 
growths above easement surfaces. 


4) Right to prohibit creation of electrical interference, unusual 
light sources, and other hazards to aircraft flight. 


The easement surfaces acquired shall be based on Part 77 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations except that no easement surface less 
than 35 feet above ground shall be acquired. 


As a further condition for approval of a residential subdivision 
or zoning change within an airport's Primary Review Area, the 
local jurisdiction) shall ,s/except «where overriding circumstances 
exist, require the property owners to agree to the following: 


1) That it is understood by the owners and owners' successors in 
interest that the real property in question lies close to an 
operating airport and that the operation of the airport and 
the landing and take-off of aircraft may generate high noise 
levels. 


2) That the owners shall not initiate or support any action in 
any court or before any governmental agency if the purpose of 
the action is to interfere with, restrict, or reduce the 
operation of the airport or the use of an airport by any 
airenate. 


3) That the owners shall not protest or object to the operation 
' of the airport or the landing or take-off of aircraft before 
any court or agency of government. 


c. The above easement and agreement shall run with the land and shall 
be binding upon the owners and subsequent owners of the property. 


2. Buyer Notification 


The Commission encourages local governments to establish a “buyer 
notification statement" as a requirement for the transfer of title of 
any property located within an airport's Primary Review Area. This 
statement should indicate that the buyer is aware of the proximity of 
an airport, the characteristics of the airport's current and projected 
activity, and the likelihood of aircraft overflights of the affected 
property. 


Policy Regarding Scope of 
Commission Review 


For the purposes of referral to the Airport Land Use Commission, a 
"nroposed project" is defined as the adoption of and the amendment to 
general and specific plans, zoning ordinances, building regulations, and 
airport master plans. Projects shall be referred to the Commission prior 
to an action taken by local advisory and governing bodies. 


Evaluation of projects shall primarily be based on the Jand_ use 
compatibility policies set forth above. Where an overlap occurs among 
noise, airspace protection, safety, and general nuisance zones, al] 
policies applicable to the particular location shall be considered. 


All proposed projects involving land lying within the geographic 
boundaries of the Primary Review Area for the Firebaugh Municipal, Mendota 
Municipal, Reedley Municipal, or Selma Aerodrome airports shall be 
referred to the Fresno County Airport Land Use Commission for review and 
evaluation as to their consistency with this plan. 


Within the Secondary Review Area of an airport, only those projects 
involving a structure or other object the height of which would exceed 
that permitted under the adopted land use zoning need be referred to the 
Commission for review. 


The Review Area boundaries for each airport are as depicted in Map Set C. 


The Commission may, at its own discretion, request information and review 
any project occurring within an airport's Secondary Referral Area for 
factors other than excessive height. Such projects, however, need not be 
routinely submitted to the Commission for review. 


G. A copy of any Notice of Construction or Alteration submitted to the 
Federal Aviation Administration in accordance with FAR Part 77, Subpart B, 
Shall concurrently be submitted to the Airport Land Use Commission for 
review regardless of where in the County the object involved is proposed 
to be located. 
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